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.raTKODUCTION. 



Few questions of a comparatively local cliaraotor haTe arisen in 
modem times to wliioh ciroumBtaiicea tave eo much attractoii pub- 
lic att«ntion as the q^uestion of the late Ctureh Property Bill, 
passed in the Legislature of New York, and the incidents ante- 
cedent to or growing out of its euactmenta. The writer would 
not have the slightest doubt as to the accuracy of puhlio seatimont 
if the question were thoroughly understood. Ho has mihounded 
confideaee in the justice and fairness wliioh eharaoterize the judg- 
ment of the American people in regard to any matter, the true 
merits of which have been brought under their notice. No doubt 
that under the impulse of generous feelings, they are sometimes 
liable to be led away by appearances. We have seen that in 
mora than one instance political adventurers from other countries 
have succeeded in imposing upon them, and betraying them into 
proceedings far from creditable to their calmer judgments. But 
such delusions have bean of very brief and transitoi-y duration. 
The sober second tliought soon replaces the sentiment of impulse 
and reotiSes its errors. It will bo so in regard to the question 
now under consideration. The American people, the living em- 
bodiment and practical administrator of the great and noble prin- 
ciples which are inscribed in oui- free constitutions, will never al- 
low those sacred principles to be perverted or trampled under foot 



bt Google 



iSTRODOCTIOK. 

to gratify the epurious patriotism of a clique who are attempting 
to infuse religious strife into the very arteries of oivil freedom, 
of social happicess aud national strength. 

.This being now a^ it has ever heen the delibei-ate judgment of 
the writer in regard to tie character of the American people, he 
has deemed it but a respeetfui duty to them to fiimisli in this in- 
troduction Bueii explanation of the true grounds of the question 
involved in the late act of the Legislature of New York, as will 
enable them to form their own just conclusions, according to the 
merit and evidence of the case submitted. 



I. 

It lias been the supreme aud sovereign will of the American 
people from tlio period of their independence, that all religious 
denominations residing within their borders should enjoy the same 
equality of rights and privileges nndoi the Constitntion and laws 
of the country. And although several of the States continued for 
many years to retain enactments preventing Catholics from the 
Ml enjoyment of these equal privileges, still the great predom- 
inant sentiment of the country induoed those States one after 
another to abolish such enactments, so that at the present day 
they disgrace ths statute book of no commonwealth in the whole 
Union, except that of Kew Hampshire. In tiiis great principle 
of religious equality among the various denominations composing 
the powerful free empire of the American people, it was never in- 
tended that the State should prescribe for any denomination a 
code of diseiplino which should embarrass its members in carry- 
ing out the principles of their faith. It never was intended that 
the rules which might harmonize with the faith of oho denomina- 
tion, shoidd ba imposed unsolicited upou another whose religious 
belief wrts of aa entirely different diaraoter. On the contrary, the 
principle hitherto adopted and univei-sally .Tcted upon, if we ex- 
cept the Church Property Bill as it is commonly called, has been 
that each denomination should either use a general enactment, 
such as the law of 1784 in tliis State, or solicit at the hands of 



bt Google 



the Legislature aneli special enactment as might enable them, 
consistently with the reqniremeata of the Constitution, to manage 
the externa! affairs of their oommimion as a religious body ac- 
cording to their reapoctive symbols of faith. 
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BiiBpicioa of being a money-aeekor, and at the same time a 
means to provide for his decent maintenance. All these were 
no doubt fcho considerations wbiob moved the venerable and 
patriotic Ai-cbbiabop to adopt and reoommend the system of 
Say trustees. On paper and in theory that system was entirely 
unobjectionable. It was well calculated to gain the confidence 
of a mind so generous and so iiboral aa that of the first Arch- 
bishop of Baltimore. But in practice it became the bitter 
flhalice of bis old age. It led to violent strifes in Charleston 
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and in Norfolk. It led to riots and bloodshed In Baltimore and 
Pliiladelphia. Archbishop Carroll, wliea there were bttt two 
churches in the eity of Baltimore, was doomed to witness the 
congregation of one of them assembling at the house of Divine 
worship on Sunday with loaded muskets in their liaiids. He 
was doomed even during his own administration to see an exoom- 
munioated priest inaugurated by lay trnsteea in another church 
in Philadelphia ; and to undergo a legal prosecution at the 
hands of lay trustees, in the Civil Court, for a simple act of 
JEpisoopal jurisdiction. It is impossible to toll what would have 
been the consequence of that prosecution had it not been for the 
high character which the good prelate had sustained, and for the 
hjfh estiroation in which he wis held by the whole community 

f Ph 1 d !ph P t t t w 11 th 1 Alt ] 

d th ml Its f 1 y t t h p f 11 d t! 

bur h f St M y Ph 1 d Ij h Wh w 11 t t 

th p f th t ty th -i 1 1 182 13 n 4 

18 will m 1 h ly I f ts w k 1 

t f Igi la mit h m ] t 1 fui t d 

bl dh d 

Th 1 wh h m f t 1 th m i th 1 h 

gdlwwt 1 mdf, Ity 

t f 



g g tl 


th ^h t th 


ty 


d 


tl 


1 yt ust 


Th hur h 


f th 


tyw 


ly 


mpfc f m 


th m 1 


f ir 


Id 


C th 1 


h wit 


1 b th St 


P t 


1 


St P t 


f t if wh 


h th y d pi 


d Iwb 


I th 


yw n 


read m i 


L-co,ded letal 









III. 

Such was the general condition of the Catholie people of 
the United States in the year 1829, when their Bishops were 
numerous enough to hold counsel together for the purpose of 
securing peace, promoting piety, and improving the moral and 
social condition of their respective flocks. In the fifth decree 
of this first eouneil the following statute was agreed upon, and 
rendered applicable to each diocese except that of Charleston. 
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INTKODUCTIOH. 7 

" Wt^reas lay trustees have frequently abused the right 
conceded to them by the State, to the great detriment of reli- 
gion and scandal of the faithful, we desire earnestly that 
henceforth no church be erected or consecrated unless the title 
thereof, whenever it can he done, shall he assigned by a wiitten 
document to the bishop of the diocese in which it is to be erected, 
for the purpose of dtrine worship, and the benefit of the faith- 
ful." In the fourth decree of the third council of Baltimore, 
held in 1837, both the clergy and laity are reminded of the 
heavy spiritual penalties decreed by the Council of Trent against 
al! persons, whether lay or clerical, perverting from the sacred 
purpose to which it is appropriated any thing given by the 
faithful for i-eligious or charitable usee, The fourth statute of 
the seventh Provincial Council of Baltimore, held in 1849, lays 
down the rule as follows : — 

" The fathers have ordained that all churches and other 
ecclesiastical goods which have aeorned from the gifts or offer- 
ings of tjie faithful, and which are to ba employed for purposes 
of charity or religion, shall belong to the ordinary, unless it appear 
and is proven ia writing, that they have been conceded to some 
religious order ^or congregation of priests for their own use," 

These are the only laws of discipline regarding cliurcJi prop- 
erty which I find enacted in the Provincial Councils of Baltivaore. 
This latter statute had reference more particularly to tiiat Irind 
of property which might have been given in a vague and indefinite 
way ; and which it might happen that the priest, eitJier in good 
faith or otherwise, might construe as having been given to him- 
self for his personal use. But in no case has the idea ever been 
entertaiued of aoijuiriug wealth or making the Church rich, or 
creating revenues which even a Bishop or Arclibishop might be at 
liberty to use or abuse at bis discretion, 

IV. 

It is hardly necessary to remind the Protestant reader that 
Catholics have tlieir own mode of Church government, and that 
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when they were admitted to equality of privileges, the same as 
otiier religious deiiomiaations,tlieLr mode of regulating queationa of 
Clmrch diacipliae, according to tbe prinoiplesof tlieir creed, was 
Bubatantially recogaiaed and guaranteed. This of course sliould bo 
in harmony with those prinoiples of the constitution and general 
laws of the State by which its own supreme sovereignty should 
be maintained, and its right of protection to all its iahafaitants 
in the domain of oivil legislation secured. Still, it was never in- 
tended that the Catholic idea regarding Church property aliould, 
through the operation of civil laws, be niado conformable to 
those of any other denomination of Christians. This would be 
a contradiction. It would be taking from them by legislation a 
portion of what had been seonrod to them by the Constitution 
and the BiU of Rights. 

It was under these convictions that the present Archbishop of 
New Torlc enjoined upon the Catholics under his charge the ob- 
ligation of regarding Church property in the light of their faith. 
Hence in his pastoral letter, published after the first diocesan 
synod in 1842, we iind the following as the true Catholic idea, 
according to which Church property is to be regarded. The 
dooument was published at a time when the evil consequences of 
lay -trusteeship in the city of Now York were beginning to man- 
ifest themselves, 

'■ Now, ecclesiastical property is that, and all that, which the 
faithful contribute from religious motives and for religious pur- 
poses. It is the Church, the cemetery, and all estate thereto 
belonging. It is the pew rents ;™the collections, — and all 
moneys derived from, or for the benefit of religion. It is the sa- 
cred furniture of the house of God In a woid, it is all that ex. 
ists foi ecclesi^tical puipuses Aecoiding to the laws of the 
Ohurrh and the ustge of all nations, such propeity, though it 
must be protected by humin Iiwi, as o^hci t al p j^ tj 
yet, being once biought into existence in th f m and f 
the uses of leligion, is considered af. if it w th p p ty f 
God; which cannot be violated, alienated, o wa t fully q 
dered, without (besides ordinary injustice as f t w mm n 
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IHTROBUCTLOX. 9 

property), the adclitional guilt of a kind of fiaerilege. It is not 
considered, in t!ie canon law, either the property of the Eishop, 
or the property of his olergy, or the property of the people ; but 
aa the piopeity of God, — for tlie religious uses of them all. 
Hence, it i3 the duty of all to pieseive it, but to preserve it not 
with the eare which would bo sufficient m matters of a secular 
ohajaoter, but undei a sense of the awful responsibility iuToived 
in such admmistiition In the enactments of the Oiinon law, the 
highest funetionaiies of the hieiarchy itself were not allowed to 
undertake their admmistiation, without having first tafeen an 
oath that they would admini&tei, piesetve, and transmit it, as 
aboYO described " 

This IB tke same pastoral lettei which became a stumbling- 
block to the trustees of St. Louis' churoh, Buffalo. In their pe- 
tition fo the legislature they substitute an entire falsehood of 
their own invention, as the ground of their opposition to episco- 
pal authority. They say that Bishop Hughes attempted to com- 
pel them (the trustees) to make over the title of theii church to 
him. The spirit of this false statement was the foundation for 
the bill enacted in the last session of the Legislature. And 
when Senator Brooks asserted that among the property convey- 
ed to the Archbishop of New York there were numerous trans- 
fers from trustees, there was especial maUce blended with the 
falsehood of his assertioas. It was intended by him to be un- 
derstood, and it was so understood by those who heard or read 
his speeoh, that the Archbishop had abused his episcopal author- 
ity for the purpose of wresting from the hands of lay trustees 
the property which the law of the State had authorized them to 
hold and administer. But thanks to Almighty God the writet 
of this has heen providentially forearmed, if not forewaraed, 
against such unfouaded calumnies as Mr. Brooks has seen fit to 
invent and publish in the Senate chamber of the State of New 
York. On pages 1 1 and 12 of that same pastoral letter, pub- 
lished in 1842, we find tho following statement, showing how 
grossly Mr. Senator Brooks has at once misrepresented the state 
of facts and the purity of motives. Referring to the discipline 
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10 iKTnanucTiOB", 

of the Catholic Cliurcli, s& laid down in the Provincial Couuoila 
at Baltimore, the Arehhishop says i 

" One of the first and most esplicit decrees of the Provincial 
Council in Baltimore, directed and enjoioed on ihe Eishopa of 
this province, that they should cot, thenceforward, consecrate any 
church therein, tinlesa the deed had beea previously made, in 
trust, to the Bishop thereof, Thia rule has hitherto been fol- 
lowed strictly hy the gi-eat majority of the episcopal hody; and 
■wherever it has been followed, the faithful are exempted from, 
many of the evils to which vte have already referred. Religion 
progresses — the clergy are freed from annoyances — their ministry 
is respected — their influence with the people obtains large and 
numeroEis contributions, for the erection or improvement of 
churches, and the danger of seeing those sold for debt, and given 
over to profanation, is alike removed from the apprehensions of 
pastor aod people. In proportion to their numbers, the multipli- 
cation of chiirches has been as great among them, aa in this 
diocese, and yet their churches are almost, if not entirely, out of 
debt. 

" Notwithstanding the feelings that must arise from the con- 
trast of their situation with oura, we ha/oe, for what appeared 
weighty Ti'tl t d V d tnt'ng t} t t t fth 

decrees of iJ £ U <n I f A wfi? t I th fi t 

place, th y tem istdh m pipth yf' 

diocese. S lly t w t m t d th t th 1 w d d th 

tenure in t t f Chur h 5 p ty by th Im y t m 

if not in B d ft Id b d d th t 1 y 

to religio dth 1 talpjtyw hldt^ldt 
see the B h p fr 1 f m th ltd j bl ti m t 

guardian h p Th se d t whi h m ght I m h 

larged, h d d thjthtthp tytinfly 

trastees titb mlhlast ml fi 1 

elude ma y f th 1 wh h h dt 1 f ra tl p 

sible eseioise of its poweis. 
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iKxaoDucTioN. 



About this period tlie tantmptoy of our lay trustees com- 
menced. Churches, alao, began to rise, in wiiicli the people did 
not deaii'e their services. And so earnest was^tte Bishop in tak- 
ing precautions against maladministration in the new system, and 
against the dangers of reproach, or even suspicion in regard to 
their administration by the pastors, that he published the follow- 

RULES 

CHURCHES WHICH EAVB SO 



" Inasmuch as the temporal affairs of any ehui'cli may fall 
into disorder from the absence of a regular system for the man- 
agement of the same ; and inasmuch ss the respouBibility, and 
perhaps the reproach of maladminiatratioa would rest upon the 
clergyman, it is deemed essential, both for the regulation of the 
temporal concerns of each congregation, and for the protection 
of tlie pastoral character, that certain general rales, as nearly 
uniform as possible, should be adopted. It is hoped that tho 
following dmple rules will be found sufficient for the purpose, 

" 1st. The income of our churches arises from two sources, 
via. : Pew-rents and Sunday collections. The Pastor is required 
to keep in a book of his own a regular account of the coUeotions 
taken up on Sundays and Festivals — ^ho is also required to keep 
a similar regular aocoimt of the Pew-rents as paid in by the 
Collector j he is required to appoint at least two confidential and 
pious members of his oongregation, competent for such a task, 
by their own good sense and experience — the one to be Treasurer 
of Chui'ch revenues, the other Secretary, for keeping regular 
records of such trauaactioua, appertaining to the affairs of the 
Church, as are to be recorded — both to be his assistants in man- 
aging his temporal eonocnis, and in aiding him with their know- 
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12 TNTRODLX'TJO:^. 

ledge of afi d I j tt wl ! lii'ea rcaee- 

tion, and ia f y mj t 

" 2d. All y f m til f me already 

mentioned, h U b ^ | t 1 m ti L d f tli Treasurer. 
The CoIIecto Ii 11 m k d lil t t tli a, receiving 

credit inh 1 k h Ip tthmwhtl T eaem-el-, and 
entering eht t tlibltkilytli Pastor; so 

that one h h 11 b tly ] d t w th tbe otber. 

Neither tJi & ty T ui LUipjt or expend 
any of this money, escepfc by virtue of a written order from the 
Pastor in each caae, which order shall be the Treasurer's voucher. 
The Pastor is rofLuired, in the expenditure of this income, for 
■which he shall be responsibloj to conform atriofly to the rules of 
the Diocese, with regard to the manner, and the amount and lim- 
itation of each expenditure. 

" Under the head of espenditure, ia included the necessary 
expense of supporting public worship — the salaries given to per- 
sons employed in the Church, or for the congi-egation— as Orgaa- 
ist, Seston, or Collector. These, the Pastor will regulate with 
due regard to the propriety of the selection and the circumstances 
of his Church. Under the same head will come, the amount 
necessary for tie maintenance of the Pastor, and of his Assistant, 
when there is more than one Clergyman. It ia the Bishop's wish, 
that so far aa the -fixed sum necessary for the support of the 
Pastor is concerned, it should be the same ia all Churches tbrough- 
ont the Diooeee, viz, : Six Hundred Dollars for the Pastor, and 
Pour Hundred Dollars for the Assistant, with the understanding 
that lie Assistant shall beai' half the expenses of the house, re- 
ceiving half the perquisites, and, if he should prefer paying a 
weekly sum for board, he shall receive one-third of the per- 
quisites. 

" In case it happen, that either for the convenience of the 
congregatioB, or as a means of living, some clergyman, incapable 
of rendering other missionary service than that of celebrating 
Mass, should be engaged, the sum to be allowed shall iu no case 
exceed Three Hujidred Dollars. If such Clergyman shall in 
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rNTRODTJCTIOTf. 13 

process of time become capable of performiHg eartain other duties 
of the mission, tiiis sam will be increased, at the discretioii of 
the Pastor, with tlie Itnowlcdge and approbation of the Bishop. 

" Bd. Wherever there is a parsonage attaohed to tie Church 
and belonging to the congregation, it shall be for the use of the 
Pastor and auoh other Clergymen as may ofB,oiate in such Church 
— in auch case, too, at least for the time to come, the oOBgrega- 
tion should provide the residence of the Clergy with a sufficient 
and decent supply of furnittire, and Laying once furnished such 
supply, it is to be feept up ever afterwards as church property, at 
the expense of the pastor for the time being. 

" No article of church service, such aa sacred vessels, vest- 
ments, paintings or other things of this kind, for which tlie con- 
gregation shall have contributed, either by direct contribution or 
through, the medium of the Church income, shall belong to the 
Pastor ; but every such article shall belong to the Church and 
eoBgregation, for its use aad benefit. 

" In cases in which there is no pai'souage owned by the eon- 
grega-tion, for the Pastor's residence, it will be lawful for him to 
receive $100 per annum, additional, for the purpose of defraying 
house rent; but it is earnestly recommended that wherever there 
is a permanent congregation, they and their Pastor together take 
measures to ereet a suitable dwelling for his residence. 

" iik. It is further required, that every sis months a strict 
report of the condition, the iacome, and the expenditure, regularly 
audited, shall be forwarded to the Bishop, for the pm-poae of being 
recorded in a Registry, to be kept at his house for that pm-pose. 
A copy also of such report shall be published and distributed 
among the congregation. 

" The eirotimstaaces in which some of the Churches in this ex- 
tended Diocese yaiy from others, will probably prevent these i-ulee 
from being equally applied to them all, but it is considered that 
they are entirely applicable to all the larger congregations, in 
which the Divine service is regularly kept on all Sundays and 
Festivals. It is hoped also that many congregations of recent 
origin, and limited i-esouJces, will grow up ia a short" time, by 
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14 INIKODUCTION. 

tteir pradeace in mEOagiag their afiairs and the increase o£ 
their numbers, to tlio measure of being able to comply ivith these 
requirements. 

"- ^ JOHN" HUGHES, AticiiuisHOi- or New Yoml 
"K"ew Yomt, Aly, 1S63." 

Krst puUished in 1843, and re -published July, 1853. 



VI. 

It was by no act of the bishop that the trustee system of 
New York brolis dowa within a year or two after the publieation 
of this document. All the Catholio chui-ches of this city had 
been under the management of lay trustees. They were at that 
period eight in number. Of these fiye boards of as many churches, 
namely, St. James's Transfi^ t' fc P 1 t H I m &t P 
ter's in Barclay street, and t J h t th f Otli 

street and Eifth avenue, al ! ] 

aot having been to pass the 3 ii 
or to be sold by the sher fi f th 
other churches, namely, St J ph 
their trustees to retire froi fli 
from the fate of the other h h 
las, ia 2d street, was then \ t 
to be administered by the w th 1 

the part of the bishop. St I t k h h 1 1 t u d 

under similar adrainistrati Th y p ] dm tl 

to resign, but the bishop would not consent to it, inasmuch as their 
trusts w.?re more important, aiid as they were disposed at -all 
times to discharge them in a manner conformable to the principles 
of the Catholic faith, and at the same time in accordance with 
the law of their charter derived from the State. 

Here, then, we have five ohurohos thrown into market to be 
alienated from Catholic worship, through the unfortunate admin- 
istration of lay trustees. Were they to be sold as so maay insol- 
vent theatres ? Their trustees had contracted debts in the 
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uaniQ f tl e ( itlxol e en n t^— w ro tl cred tora to be 
1 tei t of oney wh h tley HI 1 ned n ^o 5 fath? 
"U e e tlie f atli 1 c t l]e not Ij d p d of I e It liut 
iJbO to nour tue d sg ao of con j ajment of del te wh ot &e r 
trusto a Lai lawfully oont actpd n. theu noma? These w re 
the quest o ^ wli li tlie h shop and the clergy ^lld the people 
of New Yo k lial to 1 c de lb was i^eeA that t! e b hop 
s! oul 1 ]>ui hase the e h ohes an 1 f poss ] le p eserve them for 
the aio ed p rposei to wh ch they Lad 1 eoa ded oated But they 
were indebted fo m th 1 bl th a t f wh' h h y 
were sold. And tl 1 h ly 1 g a f d bt th w p 

the bishop and th C th 1 p pi t tnt th gi t p t f 

the pretended w 1th wh h & t Br k b d t th 

bishop. Theyw d d t d th i d tl b h i 

property, but th jist bdd t wM t t 

more than double xta vahie, instead of inak a j m h 

wonld be calculated lo make a, rich man po 

It would be tiresome to go into a det 1 f th b 
ments in wbicli the mismanagement of lay t U6t h d t d 
to involve these ehurohes. Let it sufB.ee to t t 1 th t 

by a determination which does immortal h t th th \ 

community of New Yorit, every claim aga t th m 1 w d 
in equity, has been honorably met and dis h g d p vid d 
for. No man, Oatholie or Protestant, Jew G 1 1 lit 

say that he was defrauded or that he lost so much as one penny by 
the inaolsency of these churches, at the period of the bankruptcy of 
their trustees. But it may be instructive as regards both the 
paat and the future, to give a brief history of the workings of 
the trustee syatem, as contrasted witli the present mode of ad- 
miniatratioQ in one of these charehes. That of St. Peter's in 
Barclay street, shall be taken as a sample of the condition of 
the others. 

' St. Peter's is the oldest Catholic church in the city. It was 
for twenty-five years the only one. Its congregation was the 
wealthiest imtil within a recent period. It had always been under 
t of lay trastees. When the former St. Peter's 
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was found too small and it was determined to replace it hy a 
new elmvcli, tlie board then existing had the ground free of 
debt, the materials of the old edifice, ten tbouaand dollars, 
it is said, in their treasury, as well as whatever may have been 
realised from voluntaiy contributions for the construction of the 
present church. This, one would suppose to indicate an auspi- 
cious commenoemect of tiie work. When the olim-oh was com- 
pleted as it now stands, and a pastoral residence built on ground 
whicii they had leased from the corporation of Trinity ehnvch, 
the trustees, besides whatever money was in hand at the com- 
mencement of the work, found themselves indebted to the amount 
of $116,444 23. They continued their administration of the 
church from April, 1837, to May, 1844, and in this interval, 
instead of diminishing the debt they increased it by the sum of 
^18, 500 77, making the whole debt when they became bank- 
rupt and made an assignment of the church for the benefit of 
creditors, $134,945. When this property was sold at the Ex- 
change it was knocked down at the highest bid, whioli waa 
$46,000. It was purchased by one of the congregation to be 
transferred to the bishop. Here then is one of those entries 
of a property valued at §46,000, but with a moral obliga- 
tion incumbent on the purchaser to provide for its debts to 
the amount of §134,945. And this is quoted by Senator Brooks 
as evidence of the immense wealth of tlie Archbishop. Another 
entry which iie quotes as evidence of property acquired is the 
unexpired term of the lease from Trinity Church of the ground 
on whieh the pastoral residence of St. Peter's Church is built. 
The Archbishop had to assume the payment of arrears of ground 
rent, with interest on the same, to the amount of S2,200. There 
were but three years of the term of that lease unexpired, and 
yet Senator Brooks, concealing all this, cites the transfer from 
the assignees as an evidence of the immense wealth which the 
Archbishop was gathering into his possession. 

It may fee matter of surprise that the trustees should have 
been able to accumulate such an amount of borrowed money on 
a property which sold in the Excliange for less than one third 
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sent to the present At(,hbi>-hop. On the oonttaiy, they regarded 
him as one haying no confidenoe in their system, — in short, as 
one opposed to trustees. Keither shall 1 conceal a fact which it 
is no ple^ure to me to have to record. And it ia this, that 
finding tliemsel?ei Mid their ohuroh smting inetnevibly, they 
wtited on the Eiahop i short time Lefoie the iissii;nni:,ut, mti 
mated to him. then fluanoi-il condition, but with «t gilding of 
confidence in which he could not paiticipate, dciied he would 
authorize them to increase then moit^age to a sum of $10 000 
instead of $ 1*^,000, out of which they should pay off the old 
mott^agp, and fiom *ho balance disthiige ceitam other prcsa 
ing debts They acknowledged at the same time that the 
trustee sj'-tem was by no means the best, and proposed with 
the greatest "(implieity to transfer the whole piopeity to the 
Eiahop, whi;,h he respLctiulIy but ab'iolutely declined The 
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street. The Bishop thea wiote a note, addiessed to their Board, 
warning thom against proceeding in the matter of that loan, and 
stating that if they did proceed he should puhlish a copy of that 
note, both for his own vindieation, and to their discredit, Thoj 
proceeded notwithstanding. They paid off their old mortgage, 
and applied the halance of the new one to the paytneut of siich 
debts as they thought proper to discharge before malsing their 
assignment. When reproached aftei'warda for having disre- 
garded the advioe of the Biahopj it was alleged that hia commn- 
nication had been mislaid among their papers, and had escaped 
notice until the whole transaction was completed. 

Finally, tli9 assignment was made September 14th, 1844, in 
which the trustee system bequeathed to any purchaeer the oecle- 
siastioal propei'ty of St. Peter's Ghnroh, which ipas sold accord- 
ing to law in the Exchange of New York for $46,000. By this 
transaction the Catholic community were pledged for a surplus 
debt over and above the amount whiuh the church brought of 
$88,945. This was the legacy which lay ti-usteeism bciiueathed 
to a betrayed comumaity. This was its laf.t will and testament, 
if wo (except a codicil resulting from the assignmcntj and the s ile 
of the property. 

VII. 

Previous to the assignment by the banltrupt trustees, sorne 
of the note-holders had taken legal measures for tiie recovery of 
their claivn. These persons, under legal advice, disputed the 
validity of the sale, and hence the whole question was referred 
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to the courts of Itw ind rLmimpJ. iindecidi,! urtil the Kt of 
Novembti 184'! — tliat is five years one month an I ^ij.teen 
dajs Duimg thiH period the oAolis of the Kw — namely tne 
assignees and thoau emplojed hy them weie for the time being 
not only idmmi&tiitoia but pioprictois of the Chuicli ot &t 
Petei At the oomnien cement of their a Iminiitntiun the 
Bishop wnf. aasuied that inasmuch as the law whilst the ca&e wia 
in chanceiy would not allow any mteieet to be paid except that 
of the bond anc! moitgige there wouid be an accimnlation from 
the moome of thi, chnich of thrpe or four tboueand dollaia per 
annum Thia wculd have made some eighteen thousand doUais 
of a ftiiid for the payment ot note holders at the esp lation of 
the suit Instead of this however the surplus income if there 
w^s any his nevei boLn accounted tur Even the annua! inter 
est on the hoad an 1 mortgage was not fully paid The chuich 
went m arieais on the iteiiof mteiest along duimg these hve 
years four thtu-tj-nl and ^ixty foui dollar** aid eighty one cents 
It went 11 aireais on the gi und lent nf the priest is resilenuo 
due to the corpoiatioo. of Timity Olinich two thou&ini two 
huulied doUaie thus makiig an aueaiage duiin^, thtso five 
years of bis. thou&md tfto liimdied ind sixt^ f ui dollars atd 
eighty one cents Eiom this is to be taken ene thoisand two 
hundred and thiity thiee dollais and i, gaty seven cei ta paid to 
not(,holdei^ fiom the ri,Tenuos oi the church id leaving the 
aireiragp of inteiest on its debt five thoisand and thiity dolltn. 
and ninety foui cents Proai all whi:,h we present the foUowi g 
r:,Balts When the tiusteos of St Peter a commpnced the build 
ing ot then present clurch tl e eiound on wliich it stands was 
fiee of debt Th(,y had it w eommonlj said in then posses 
sion besides eontiibut ons which art. not couutel an i besides 
the mateiials of the old edifieo which iie n t counted the 
sum of . $10 000 00 

When the chuioh wia oompletplm 1 o" they 

wer mdcbtel ]K,iU 3 

During their administration from 1837 to 1844, 

they increased thia debt by tho amount of . 18,500 77 
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After the assignment, when they got the State 
of New yorh to play the part of sexton and 
administrator, they increased this deht still 
further to the ataount of 



Making in all $149,975,94 

The Catholics of the Stato of New York ought to be grateful 
to the exoommunioated trusteea of St. Louis Church, the Hod. 
Mr. Putnam, and the Hon. Mr. Brooks, for the success of their 
joint labors in fastening upon them a system of lay-trusteeship, 
of the workings of which the history of St. Peter's Church in 
Bai'olay street furnishes a specimen. Neither has it been simply 
in the unaccountable increase of debt that the administration o£ 
that church has entailed evil upon the Catholic community. 
During a great portion of the time, hut especially during the 
period of the assignment, nothing was left undone to bring dis- 
grace and infamy on the Catholic name in New York. The as- 
signees were the pastors of the church. The senior pastor was 
through ill healtli, for the most part, confined to his room, and 
unable to attend with proper diligence to the duties which the 
kw had imposed on him. The junior assignee took but little in- 
terest in the subject, partly because he was the junior, and partly 
because his nataral force of character, especially when a atern 
duty was to be performed, would range somewhere between the 
poaitiye and the negative of whatever question would come up. 
Tlie consecjuence was, that, under legal advioe, a third party was 
introdnced and constituted a plenipotentiary in the admiaistra- 
tion of the 35(111=1 of St Petei He was supposed at the time 
to be a Catholic Wl en he entered on the duties of his office 
his peciiQia y con lition wis hut a few degrees above that of a 
I aupei He wis saiii to be a good bookkeeper, and the writer 
would not endorse thit sentiment, whilst he is willing to ac- 
knowledge that le Jie^t his books well — although even in this 
re^j cct there aie items on his books which appear to have never 
been accounted foi This man was treasurer, eeoretary, trustee— in 
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faot, every thing in St. Peter's Church. He employed Bufeordi- 
nateB at Hs will, dismissed them wlien Ixe chose; reoeived all 
moneys for pew-rents ; counted Sunday collections ; made his en- 
tries of income and espendi,ture just as he thought proper. After 
some time, the Archhishop learned with regret that the promised 
accumulation of surplus meome was net to be expected. He urged 
that every practicable economy should be resorted to ; inq^uired 
into the items of expenditure which might he reduced, and found 
as the only result, that this administrator of the law had but one 
item of eoonoroj, which was indignantly spumed hy tlie Archhishop ; 
and this was, a suggestion to withhold from the senior pastor the 
sum allowed to Bim, but which his broken Tiealth did not permit 
him to earn hy actual labor. This may show the delieate scru- 
pulosity of an agent of the law in administering the temporal af- 
fairs of a Catholic cbuioh. In the mean time, the unfortunate 
note-holders, whose money had been received by the trustees of 
St. Peter's, rendered the Bishop's lifo a daily martyrdom hy 
their wailings and laifientatibns at the loss of the little earnings 
which their industry had aooumidated, and which now, that age 
and poverty, and ill-health had overtaken them, were no longer 
within their reach. He could not come to their aid, but he 
could not, on the other hand, drive them from his door harshly. 
H wa. d omed to listen to their tales of distress. If he told 
th m th t they must address themselves to the assignees, their 
ai) w w s that they had applied ; that the assignees referred 
th m. t the agent of the law, who received all the moneys of St. 
P t < hurch ; — that when they applied to him he swore at 
th m, a d threatened to kick them out of his office. 

This species of daily torture continued during the whole pe- 
riod of the assignment. And as time went on, one could read ia 
Buoh newspapers as were liable to be imposed upon, a series of 
seurrilous articles against the Arohhishop,, and against St. Pat- 
rick's Cathedral, for not coming to the relief of the poor note- 
holders of St, Peter's. Whence those articles proceeded was by 
no means a secret. The last edition of them has appeared in 
the New York Express. And if any editor tbiuis that he can 
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annoy Arelitiahop Hnghea with a republication of the seurrilitiea 
wliicli emanated from under tho assignment oi' Bt. Peter's 
Churcli, Le will easily nBil the man to furnisli them. 

The Catholic reader would not have a full idea of the abomi- 
nations connected with this legal administration of St. Peter's 
Church, if we were to withhold from him the following state- 
ments. We have seen that the legal administrator was a pleni- 
potentiary in all respects. He allowed arrears to accumulate on 
the interest of bond and mortgage. He allowed ai'rearages to 
accumulate on the ground-rent of the pastoral residence. Death 
Lad removed the eeaior pastor. Other clergymen were sent to 
aid in discharging tKe spiritnal duties of the sacred ministry. 
They were men who feared God, and did not fear powers of 
attorney. Their presence became disagreeable to our plenipo- 
tentiary ; and, in order to scatter the priests from his neighbor- 
hood, he made known that the corporation of Trinity Church, 
inasmuch as their ground-rent had not been paid, wished to re- 
enter and take possession of their property. He placed a bill 
accordingly on their house, " to let." Some of the priests were 
already frightened away — others had their books packed up — hut 
in the mean time, and by the merest accident, it came to the 
knowledge of the Archbishop that the corporation of Trinity 
Church had no wish to drive out the priests of St. Peter's on 
account of arrearage, but that they acceded to the proposition, 
under the advice of the legal plenipotentiary, who had stated to 
them that the interests of the church required a larger revenue, 
and that the only means to effect it were to dispossess the priests 
of their abode and rent the house. Under these circumstances 
the Archbishop sent word that he would become their tenant, 
and see that the aiTearage should be duly paid. At tliis stage 
of the proceedings, patience and endurance had become exhausted. 
The Archbishop directed tliat a meeting should be called of the 
congregation on the following Sunday evening. This broke 
somewhat uncKpectcdly on the ears of our plenipotentiary. But 
he was conscious of the powers which the law gave him within 
tho sacred precincts of St. Peter's Church, and he remarked in 
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tlie most calm and philosophioal way imaginable to one of the 
congregation — " The Biaiiop ia coming here this evening : 1 hope 
he will behave well. If he does, we shall treat him with reepeob, 
bnt if he does not, I shall say to him, ' Blahop, tliera's the door 
for yoii.' " 

This meeting took place, however, and the Bishop behaved 
■wolt But he brought this man np, and placed his conduct and 
adraiaistratioB before hia eyea ia such a light that without being 
told to quit hia office, he sought the door and relinquished it — 
that is, ceased to render any further services, but claimed and 
obtained hia salary according to Jaw for the unexpired portioa 
of his engagement. 

If the Catholics of St. Peter's desire to go through another 
'experieaoe lite this, they are at liberty to organise lay truateea 
when they will, and the Arohbiahop will have no hesitation in 
passing to a new Board the title of the property which is now 
recorded in his name — whioh he has been instrumental in saving 
for them and for religion, and in restoring their reputation for 
honesty, which would have been sacrificed if it tad not been for 
his interference. 

VIII. 

The condition of St, Peter's Ohuroh was at the lowest mark 
oa the niglit of the meeting just alluded to, from which the 
plenipotentiary of the law madehis final exit. The legality of 
the sale under the assignment was confirmed by the proper tri- 
bunal. The Church began to be administered under the present 
system. The legacy from lay trusteeship at this period, was, omit- 
ting the 8S10,000 which, they had in hand at the commencement 
of the building, ^139,975 94, and the assets whioli they be- 
queathed as value for this, were the walla and the roof of St. 
Peter's aa it atands. The law of the land would have been satia- 
fied if the Catholics had paid only the §46,000 for which the 
ohuroh was sold under the assigBinent. But everlasting justice 
ia an older and a higher law than is written on the statute books 
of men. And although the Catholic community had been be- 



bt Google 



tvajed into this, falso position bj lay-truateeism, still tlie sense 
o£ the kigher law woulil not permit them to hare recourse to 
repudiation of just ilehts. Measures were accordingly taiien. 
Tte Archbishop brought together a number of the Isacling mem- 
bers of the church as a committee. They began nobly by sub- 
scribing themselves large amounts for the immediate relief of 
the note-holders who were most in need. Other measures were 
adopted and put in a train of execution. The oousequence has 
been, that under the present system of management, within the 
period of five years, from the first of November 1849, to Novem- 
ber 1854, the iaoome of the churali was $63,563 08, instead of 
$43,481 19, during a similar period of five years under the 
assignment — that the note-holders received during this time 
$22,674 72, instead of $!,233 87— that tlie arrea'rs on interest 
and on ground- rent have been paid up — that, in short, every 
dollar of debt contracted by the abominable system of Ia,j- 
trusteeship has been actually paid, or securely provided for. 

As a memorial of this change, and a portion of the Catholic 
history of New York, we eaanot do better than insert here, as 
talien from the Freeman's Journal, the proceedings of a meeting 
held in St. Peter's Church on the last Sunday evening of the 
year 1852:— 

M-om the Feeejias's Jochsal, January I, 186S. 
HBDEMPTIOK 01' ST. TETEB'S CHURCH. 

The discourse of the Most Eev. Archbishop, on last Sunday 
Evening, at St. Peter's Church, Barclay street, of which we have 
the pleasure of presenting tlie substance to our readers, will 
show rfiat the work of redeeming that Church from its desperate 
financial embarrassments has already bcea accomplished, or is on 
the eve of being so. This result, jojful to every true Catholic in 
America, is one that could with difficulty have been conceived of 
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In Noyemlter, 1849, the Statement publislied in tke Freeman 
respecting the debts aeoamulated, and till then increasing, upon 
the Churoh, made the work of roBcuing it look like a tedious and 
dispiriting task, to be handed down from one, faithful administra- 
tion to its successor. How groat then is the debt of gi-atitude 
due to the Archbishop, to the Itev, Mr. Quinit, ■who at that time 
oonseated to take charge of the parish, to th4,E.ev. Mr. Bajley, 
who, with Mr. Jas. B. Nicholson, has spent so much time and 
labor in disentangling and regulating the confusion of oflairs, and 
to all the fervent and devoted Oatholica who have contributed 
their exertions to this good and glorious worlt I Catholics need 
no longer avoid Barclay ^reet, nor blnsh, if they come in sight of 
St. Peter's, at the disgrace of which it stood out the bulky and 
only monument in the financial history of Catholic Churches. 

The style of architecture of St. Peter's does not admit of 
the carvings we have seen on the outer faces of the walls of some 
old G-othic Churches m. Bniope, where figures were chiselled re- 
presenting the spirits of evil driven forth, with hideous grimaces, 
from within the Temple; but their places might on this building 
bo supplied by cutting on the gi-anite tablets of its portico, in 
truthful ligares of arithmetic, the history of its Boards of Trus- 
tees, and uncanonical manoeuvres. While, within the Church, wo 
think it might be a pious and edifying counterpart to engrave on 
a tablet of pure whito — 

"a long desolation, 
and a shame grown old, 
tukue years 01' canonical. obedience and catiio 

O REPAia. 



The Churoh was very tastefully decorated, and the Altar was 
magnificently dressed, for this joyful occasion. The Cliurch was 
densely crowded by an audience aa intelligent and respectable as 
could well be assembled in any one place. At the close of the 
Archbishop's address the Congregation, who entered deeply into 
the jubilant spirit of the evening, rose, while the Choir, which 
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always performs good music at St. Peter's, ehantod the Ti'. .Deum 
Laudamus, as arranged by Romberg. 

But we are too long detaining our readers from tlie words of 
the Archbishop, whieh were pretty nearly as follows : — " It is a 
little OTor three years siace I had occasioa, impelled by the duties 
of my office, to come here and call your attentioa lo tlia situation - 
of the temporal afEaiis of this Charoh. What had past, if not 
ander my eyes, at least within the range of my knowledge, for 
some years previously, had filled me with apprehension that unless 
I interfered, with or without permission, not even the wreelc of the 
hopes of the creditors of this Church would have been preserved ; 
and on that occasion, you will remember, I had no words of kind- 
ness ; but my language was of censure, and censure almost indis- 
criminSitely applied. Wow, thanks be to Almighty God, I have 
no occasion to use the language of censure, but rather to congrat- 
ulate yoa and the Catholic Ohuroh in tliis city, and ia this country, 
upon the improvement in the condition of the temporal affairs of 
St. Peter's Church during the interval. The story of this Church 
has gone abroad to the world wherever the English language is 
spoien and inowa, and it has been deplored as a calamity by 
those who have never seen the country ; because, ia faot, if the 
result which was obvious, but a short time ago, had oocui-red, ifc 
would have left a permanent blemish upon the Catholic name, 
and it would have been the first time in tlie annals of the Oatli- 
oHo Church that men placing their confidence in the faith of tliat 
Church, especially where the saered temple was concerned, had 
ever been known to have suffered or to haye lost thereby. If 
you read Ecclesiastical histoiy,you will not find another instanoe 
of ft Catholic Church in the same circumstances in wliich St. Pe- 
ter's was but three years ago ; and, although I may not say that 
it is entirely released from that condition, nvertholess, I consider 
it so much so, that henceforward we need not Lang our heads 
when the name of St. Peter's, as a specimen of Catholic honesty, 
is brought under our notice. 

" Before referring to the actual conditioa of the Church at 
this moment, I will invite you to review with me briefly the his- 
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tory aud events wMcli have bi-ouglifc about tiiis result. It pleased 
our ancestors in the faith, when tliey were yet few in this city, 
when they were poor and had muoh to struggle against, to conform 
their mode of admicistering temporal property connected with 
their religion, to the mofio prevalent among their Protestant fel- 
low-citizens. It was supposed to be republican, enHghtened, and 
a(;z'(Wiic^eows,andhoDee,insteadofgoycrning the Church property 
according to the rules — the ancient and safe rules of the Catholic 
Church — they received a patent and authority from the State for 
the management of the same. They got themselves incorporated, 
and a few individuals, eeleoted by themselves from their number, 
became a body perfect in law, with all the prerogatives that are 
usually attached, and also the responsibilities to that special des- 
ignation. And so they continued. I will not pretend to enlarge 
upon theadvantageaordisadvantagesof this system in its relations 
to raatteranot now before us. I will not pretend to say whether 
it was in harmony with the spirit of the GatlioUo Ghuroh, or 
whether it did not tend to create a species of congregational 
feeling which, is not Catholic. In all its relations to Catholic 
discipline, and to that unanimous harmony of feeling which ought 
to belnng to the Catholic Church ia social and religious rela- 
tions, as a community of faith and charity — in all these regards, 
I will pass over the advantages or disadvantages of that system; 
but I have one heavy charge to bring against it in the relation 
that most interests us at present, and it ia this — that it gave power 
to tho body corporate for the time boiiig, to contract debts to any 
amount that publio credit would reach, strengthened in those 
days by the known fidelity of the Catholics ia connection ■with 
their Chiircli, to meet all their obligations. And what made this 
still more objectionable was, that these trustees did not continue 
from year to year the same individuals ; for thoa, as a conse- 
quence, their operations would accumulate, and the same indi- 
viduals oould be held accountable for them, or at least would be 
in a situation to explain how they occurred, and to take measures 
to prevent them from becoming unmanageable ; but this trustee 
system changed its members every two or throe yoarsi, so that 
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y w t ' g ill had the power to contract debts, and had 
1 p lly the time went on, to manage the obligationa 

t t d 1 y th predeceBsora, Who had depai-ted from the body 
p t d TV lost and unknown in the multitude at largo. 
Tl y CO Id y w did not contract these debts, for we found 
tl t t d they have been entailed upon us, and we must. 

h w th til m But, at the same time, when oircumstauce^ 
m d t ec[ t, they had the same power to contract new 

d bt d tl p sing from one succession to another of trus- 
t til b ly porate became bnt a fiction. Hence this 
Ch h — th J cradle of Catholicity, tie very spot upon 

wh h th It w permanently erected for the first time in the 
St t f N w Y L— this Church, the oldest and the most en- 
d d by y f d recollection of the oldest familiefi, became, 
t th ]. d f t completion, and as it now is, indebted to the 
m t f 13 9- and this debt was contrnoted not to tho^o 
p whi ttl mywthpft 

t th ty d p b 1 ty b t th y h 1 b b 

w 1 I th f th f ji t I f m th p 1 th 

dust mh llid dlldpmf 

h fthdyfh ditwb wlf 

p tl h bl d p tm t f 1 f 1 th fh 

d 1-t 1 p b th y 1 dm th 

ydtk b If ptbly ffit 

g ant mgd th nidthtthyw 1 g 

t th C th 1 Oh h f G d— th Chu h wh ii w 

p k f th 'ip tl C 1 wl t d I b i 

th C tl 1 Ch h Th y m d th t tl y w I 

t D S d t w th f t t th Ch h th 

d f th Ch h th t 1 1 ted th ty 1 t th 

fign t f p t £ht w th th h ! If y 

8t t p t 

Th w th d t wh h 11 h h w t th t 

P d I I t y tl t wh 1 I ] 

B h 1 t th d f th It f th L I 

w Im tt d t th fi 1 th t f th t 1 
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poration. Its icquirements imposed upon its memljei-s the obli- 
gation of inviting me to tlieir meetings ; but the invitation I 
never reoeived, noi" did they over pay to the Bishop of the Dio- 
ceae that reapeet of consulting him in regard to matters involv- 
ing Buch consequences, until the period when they came to make 
known that they were bankrupts, as a corporation, and proposed 
to pass over to me the ohuroh, with all its iuoome, and all its 
reeponaibilities. I must do myself the justice to say, that npon 
that occasion I "told tliem that they could not, in conBcienoe, 
borrow one farthing mora; and that they could not, in con- 
science, increase the amount of theii- bond and mortgage, be- 
cause I conceived that the whole of their property was not 
equivalent to the several obligations of notes of hand which 
they had diatvibuted among the poor; and that, therefore, the 
property, in justice, was no longer theirs, but was the property, 
and the only value, for those notes whieli they had given to per- 
sons who had cJaims ; and that the effect o£ a mortgage would 
be to cut out some of those claims, oi:, at least, to leave them 
until after the claims of the mortgage, should be paid. If, upon 
that occasion, my advice had been taken, all would have been 
sold without hesitation, because I do not look upon the value of 
a temple, even if it were of marble and gold, as any thing to bo 
compared with tho value h n g y ui m 

ligion. It was, however d d I d n 

The nest thing was au a h w li k n 

place ; but the pai-ties who pp 

.they had a right to step in d ( 

ing of which I really am n b p , p 

bend) to be imposed, so that, up to 1844, the church was gov- 
erned by law, in the name of a charter, and afterwards, it was 
governed by law, under another aspect, and in such a way that 
even the sacred officers of religion seemed to be, to a certain ex- 
tent, regulated by the requirements of the ordinances of law. 
At this period, the church was indebted gl34,381. That con- 
tinued under, assignees from November, 1844, until the period 
to which I have already referred, when I came here with a Ae- 
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termination, and oonscious of my own rigtts a B Ii p \ a 
my interpretation of my duties, to break up tli wl I y t m 
no matter wiat should be the eonsecjaences, f t 1 d g 
long enough. I had been induced to aoquies th g 

ment at fii-st by t!ie promise, that during that it 1 m h 

as the law had put a stop to certain paymenta t t t th 
would be an acoumulation of §4,000 $ 000 y t th 
beneat of the poor creditors. This ! d m t t y t 

after the four or five jeai-a were up, w f nd tfe t n t ly w 
there do accumulation for Ihs ben fit f It b t th 
church had actually increased its debt f up t th p d f 
1844 interest had been paid by th t t 1 ut f th t 
period antil November, 1349, except apoutho mortgage, and not 
all upon that, no iEtereat had been paid ; and yet we find at this 
period that the debt was ^135,789, showing an increase of debt, 
during those five years, of |I 408 Up th t ' y 

will recolleut, I invited the c t t Uy ar d m d 

see what could be done ; and m 1 t ly ft m w 

taken, by collection, by appe 1 t th g us m mb f 

the congregation, and by eve y m t! t Id b gg * 1 

to get something to pay the m dy d th m m 

class of the poor who were h b t and f th 

sums whici). they had deposit 1 t 1 t f p f 

them, A sooiety was formed 1 md th nat y d d 
votiou of that society, guided by th 1 d t w t h 

fuhicss of the Eeverond Pa to f th 1 J h h ) 

done since : for I find now, th t w th th th y aa th 
debt has not inoref|sed, but, th t y 1 b d J 

by the sum of §19,706 02, 1 f th m t $Q 156 IS w 
paid to note-holders, ia casl t I th b 1 w 

paid to the aesignees, for the same class of oi editors. Besides 
this, during the same three years, in which the church has not 
been under the maEagement of legal agents, ther§ have beea 
paid, for improvements and extra expenses, ^2,7 42, making, in 
all, paid within tho last three years, over and above current ex- 
penses, $33,448 73. You recollect that all this has been the 
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grataitoaa efforts of patties who had no individual eoncom in 
coiitraoting the debts wbiols iiaye so long been impending upon 
this cliurcii. Their ihobcjs have been gratuitous ofFeriags to 
ranaom th g d f th f the- Catholic church, and latterly there 
has been, a d 1 1 opportuaity of disposing of the iater- 

est which th h b ! d iu certain lota in Fiftieth ati-eet, be- 
tween the E Ui m d r f h ayeaues. I must take occasion here 
to remark th t th It and others, to the same extenfcj had 
been origin lly h 11 by tl e Cathedral and St. Peter's conjointly, 
and that p u t t! sale, there was a meeting of the trus- 
tees of th th d 1 Ued, at which I was present, and at 
which, with th g d w 11 of the people, and in accordance with 
my stroag mm d t u, it was resolved that the grounds be- 
longing t %t P t hould he bid up by them at any price 
whatever, n t d tl e whole debt upon this chulfch. Why 
was this resolution adopted ? It was because if they should sell 
for double their value ; the money was to go to a part of the 
Oatholio ooniiumiity, to whom it was honestly due. It was be- 
cause the money with which that purchase should be paid be- 
longed to the Catholic comrajinity, and because the idea of a 
Catholic conimunity is, that there should he ao selfishness or 
sectarianism in their dealings whenever their affoirs are conduct- 
ed accordiag to the principles, and the views, and the salutary 
'discipline of their own Church. Ey this means, the property 
was enhanced in value at least one fourth, and if occasion had 
required, it would have been' bid up to a still greater amount. 
And now, what is the summary of all this? It is that you 
divide the payment of the debts of St. Peter's church between 
the security which the law has guaranteed, either in consequence 
of the acta of the trustees, or the duties of the assignees, and 
the supplement which has been made up by the generous feel- 
ings which have pervaded the brents of all those who have, 
taken part in adding to what the law furnished as a supplement, 
reaebing to the whole estate. This constitutes the two ele- 
ments; aad whereas the present debt of the church is $115,000; 
and whereas there is secured as one item, to which note-holders 
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li laira — in wliicli tliey have no ifiterest— tlic mortgage 

f tiO 000— the balance would be soma $86,000 due ; and on 
th ut tbo sale of real estate, by law, and pei-sonal pro- 

p ty — f ' every thing Las been sold, even to tbe vestments and 
^ n — the result woxild be, if I can use the language employed 
1 wh a dividend of probably aixty-five or seventy per cent, 
to th poor note-holdere. This is what tho law simply would 
B t them ; but it is much to your credit, my dear breth- 

n — y the congregation of St. Peter's — that you have made 
up id above what the law provides, and in sucb a mamier, 

th 1 1 m here authorized to say, that before the first day of May 
n xt y dollar and every cent that is duo on the face of 

th n tes shall be paid to their holders, witlioiit the diminu- 
ti n f ne farthing. 

Th JFrohbishop then went on to detail the various applica- 
tions made to bim, through actual necessity, by the poorer class 
of subscribers to the church, and at the same time exonerated the 
Corporation of Trinity Churcb, in their capacity of lessors, 
from all blame on accouut of the too notorious move of eject- 
ment, which sent some of the cjergy away from tho building 
used as a Presbyteiy. He alluded to them ia the following ex- 
p s. ' ns ■ ■' I t n my thaaks now to thi t c'-rporation for the 
kd dfb wthwfhthyttltllyt 

St P t Oil h t th t t th y d th 1 

t th t f m t fim th y w Id t I w U g t 

tbigyfydmt dp ddt dt 

f m tb 1 dg g 1 pi f I d Wh t th 

wh I It f th w my d b tbr It fh t I 

"T t 1 t 1 f th t y d th 1 1 1 ty w tb wh h 

J h t d t pi d t b t d t th 1 

'=ldywfchtb ftgdd tb 1 y y 

ff g t d tl 
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years, besides the ordinary espenses of tHa ohwreL, he liaa paid, 

y h 1d1 d li t I J tw ty tw til nl d 11 rs t 

t! 1 t h Id I t 1 t bt P t Gh 1 til t 

tbyh L t]i wbtli dlldf dtni 

th q t I till te 1 t IT my th k t th 

gtimnwlfitiiitm ttli d ftii 1 y 

th y ht whhthtdwwdytmw >kiip 
wh th V -with ! b 1 ty f wi h 1 d lly th y h 1 
bkw th t tbtJthhld 

d fthmfilidddl! twdth 

d mpt f th mpl dt dwpgwyth t 

■wb h ts t -w 1 I t d t I 1 tl C th 

1 CI h N I d t tl k t th I t 

g tbl MBjlydMJ BNblii, 

f I w 11 w f th 1 b th d fy th p t 

th 1 ft d th t bl -wh 1 tb g tl h 

t k t U t ni t t fh m t i f t m th 

t-u t m tt d t tl h g Ad d ly b 1 d 

b th th 1 b ht p t b 1 t p tb 

C th 1 I dy I th i t tig tb fift 

y a d p il XI g th ff t f tl <" tl I b d th 

t ty ] d w tl It 1 1 g 1 d 

th w t hw d f d t ust g t th 11 w tl th 

b h — 11 th t p w y w tl t mp g p tr 
md fll ?Itt tltttwlll 

1 t tb g t 1 tl ty d t th C th 1 

Cb h tl 1 t th t [J t d St t It 

p d p tbwtht wh th 

t f th t p I ff th G th 1 I jl 

h I t d tb 1 1 d d wn th Ob h di t G 1 baiS 

t m if ted H bl g tb j t It will b 

lesson which ougbt not to be lost on trustees, or bishops, or 
priests, or laymen, yiz : that they have no rigbt to turn into 
bankers, even though the poor should have full confidence in 
making them tlie depositories of money. It is a treacherous 
business. It was an unfortunate day on which the practice 
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was introduced, because it steals upon n 1 wh i I ra y 
seian to speak in a manner which would ply j tli 

motives or integrity of those wlio hav 1 1 th 

administration of this church as trust I b 1 * 7 

that I have never known any individu I g th m n wh m 

I could not place tlie utmost confldenc but tb yst n t If 
the system of borrowing, I entirely dep t It I g 

ous system, and certainly as long as Aim gbty G- d p nut 
to be at the head of this diocese, 20 p t t C fl 1 

layman, shall ever have authority, ia tl f 1 t 

receive one penny in the form of dep t Tl tb 1 

with the esperience we have had shoal 1th d tl 

lesson is one of benefit, as well as warnin^, and it is tbis . It is 
now very difficult for Catholics, as such, to borrow money, for 
our reputation has been iujured; aad so far as we are a religious 
body, I rejoice that it is so, and I trust that the dif&eulty of 
borrowing money, except in cases of absolute necessity, will be 
so increased, that we shall learu to find within ourselvos all the 
resources for the healthy continuation and extension of our 
Oliurob. In this sense it will be a benefit ; and, dearly beloved 
brethren, I cannot bat rejoice, that during these three brief 
years, every thing which was so dark in the future, and almost 
hopeless, God, by bis providence, and by inspiring you with 
tliose feelings which truly become your faith, to repair the blun- 
ders in which you bad become involved by acting under different 
auUiorities, has changed to that point that I am able and author- 
ized now to say, that every dollar of tho money for which notes 
have been given by the trustees of this church, sball be paid. I 
must, however, mate a distinction. I must say, that where 
these notes have passed for a very small sum in the days of 
need, from the hands of the original owners to persons who bave 
purchased them, in all such oases the purchaser of the note, if he 
presents it, shall be entitled to what the law allows him, and tbis 
will be more than he paid for it. In the second place, there is 
no idea or pretence of paying interest upon these notes. In nij 
I'ccollection, most of the holders whom I saw would have been 
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willing to giTO tliQ notes for one flfth of tteir value : and the 
Catholics all — I may say all, for I conceive that in the pui-ehase 
of the ground all have been represeated — have taxed themselves 
and paid over and ahove what the law required to make up Cath- 
olic eqnityj instead of civil law. They have made this sacrifice, 
and if they are able to pay the poor CathoUos, it is hut just that 
the latter should, too. feel a small portion of the saorriSce ; and 
I hope ;that there is no man or woman, calling himself or herself 
a Catholic, who will have the courage to speat, after this sacri- 
fice, of claiming interest. Yet, I must make one exception. It 
has come to my knowledge, during my intercourse with a gentle- 
man having charge of this matter, that, in some oases, the poor 
seiTants of families took their money, either if they had it hy 
them, or in some instances from the Savings Bank, and brought 
it here, and that instances are known in which the companion of 
the Catholic, who was not herself a Catholic, hut a Protestant, 
was nevertheless induced to invest the money as if sho were a 
Catholic ; and it would bo very cruel, indeed, if persons not be- 
longing to the Church at all, hut yet having shown such a confi- 
dence in the Chui-oh, should aot receive their money ; and for 
this reason, I take it upon myself to say, not only that thoy shall 
receive their principal, hut every farthing of interest to the 
I t d y that those who are not Catholics, and have de- 

p t d th money, are, under the eiroum stances, such as shall 
h t tl 1 t their interest as well ss principal ; and whether 
th n s within our reach will be suf&oient to meet this or 

n t I pi 1 my word, and take it upon myself, that in every 
h n t n , these persons shall be paid both prinoipal and in- 
terest. As far a th C 11 ned, they must not pre- 
tend to speak of f t I m a. t 1 ed to hear some per- 
sons, who only y w 11 h been thankful if they 
could have got h If th I t 1 h g t speak as if they were 
in the market of y wh tl y k w how much their breth- 
ren have done. I w 11 w Id It is the last Sunday 
evening of the y 18 Tl t S mday will he another 
year; and it has I f tl 1 t me practice, always at the 



bt Google 



36 

close of the year to return tJiants to Almighty God with prayer 

dlmm fthbl ghlihhbtwd upon Lia 

p pi d g tl tl t has J t p 1 w y In addition 

t th I thi k y h t! W h 11 other rea- 

to th k Vim hty G- i I th t t I shall say, 

) th m t £ th t t 1 d p f th t Hack cloud 

wh h las 1 fe P 1 1 th h h th t ia hotli 

th \s'n t th t 1 tl J i g th t G d h bestowed 

th 1 w h 11 t k fh t th -e shall be 

ffltdy 1 TDm thk ^frall these 

bl fe d h fit 

Th T D m L d u, w th g by th hoir, the en- 

tiie COD q1 G Ration dt^iidin^. 

IX. 

Enough hjs been hud to give aa idea of the results of lay 
trusteeship a? eseuiplihed m a single ehuich Cii cum i fauces 
rendered the condition of the other foui bankmjjt chuiche?, to 
which allufcion has aheady been made, only le&s desperate than 
that of St Peter's The other ten chuiches that have been 
erected for as many new eongregatiOBB, are stiU hpavily in debt 
But inasmuch aa they cannot be metiievablj moitgaged without 
the knowledge of the Archbishop, and inasmuch as he will never 
suffer them to be so mortgaged, the danger of their being alien- 
ated from Catholic worship ia remote and impossible. All these 
fifteen churches, the titles of which are nominally vested in the 

.Archbishop, but which, in reality, belong to the several congre- 
gations, constitute the basis of tliat supposed wealth which 

, Senator Brooks estimated at a little short of 15,000,000. Wo 
have the authority of Messrs, Glover and Wetmore for stating 
that after the payment of their debts, their value, allowing the 
average of the ground on which they stand at the very higli sum 
of 85/100 eaoh lot, wo«ld amount to the sum of ^139,000, or 
thereabouts. Besides the nominal ownership of ground on which 
these churches stand, Archbishop Hughes is not the proprietor 
of a single square inch of land on Manhattan Island. 
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X. 

It is not for us to determine l)y what right a Senator may 
he authorizec! to involve a private citizen (for neither the Con- 
stitution Eor the laws of this country recognize any ecolesiastic 
in any different olipaoitj) in the neoeaaity of taking the trouhle 
and going to the expense which a refutation of Mr. Erooka's 
falsehoods has imposed upon Archbishop Hughes. Certainly 
no man is a criminal on account of the amount of property which 
may he recorded in hia name, provided it has been honestly 
acquired or honestly p ese el fir the purposes to which it is 
set apart. A 1 if th q t f w 1th 1 y b 1 m 

nations is suffi tt tthjl yfthStttl 

tigation shoull tdtlldmt dtb p- 

tionally rest tdt At all ttthlglt f 

New York Ijdttk tyfth I'atl 

wealth of e h i t th =it t th y h Id h 

with those wh 1 y 1 It th p pt f t m 

have come i t t! g t f Uy mm P i tj I 

that -way th Ep pi th D t 1 F f m d Ch h tl 

Presbyteria th M th d t d B 1 1 t Id by th m 

mense prep d fth 1 tliptylrap 

cedence ove th C th 1 wh b t f mp t ly t 

origin in th ty d j t th It f pur t 1 

to provide pi f w h ; f th g mb Tl 

writer of this enteitains no jealousy towards any denomination on 
account of their eeoleaiastioal wealth. It is to be assumed that 
they came into its possession by honest and honorable means. 
And were it twice or ten times as large as it is, we would still 
say that the State has no right to interfere with it, at least in 
the sense of contingent confiscation, contemplated and provided 
r Putnam's Bill against Catholics. 



Neither have we the slightest objection to the system of lay- 
trusteeship which the same bill would force upon Catholics, that 
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is, BO far tt d mi t m y li f d t t b! to 

their iute t d h m y w tl tU d t It b 

happeDBd Ji it 1 f t th t tli Ej j I 

Butcli K f m d Oh h P bjt M tl d t Q k 

aud prob bly m tl d mm t h j,ht mpt 

and obtai d t f ra th 1 tm t f th 1 w f 1 84 

■whicli Sen to P t m has d g t C th 1 W y 

candidly, th t th j t m t iy t f k p g w th th 

principles fig blf If laatld pi p 
liar to on f th N d w kB w yd m t pt th 

CoBgregat 1 f t wh ppl 11 by w! m t d 

aired. N th t f h aq t th 1 th t 

wherever 1 1 t d f th 1 ym f th d m 

nations h mpl dftbttely th g dptm 

of the laity t 11 g tl f d in th m ist t f th 
Word," it t f th m ts N th t 1 t 

complain thtPtttlytnt h t ly 

stances b ht th 1 h t m k t by th m 

ment, all w 1 f th t b Id t C th 1 b t 

also, ifipt b Id h flltopythdbta 

which they hi t t d tl m f th 1 mm 

nity to wh h tl y b 1 £, I — wh th th fl w 

some oas th wh h d 1 I tl my 1 d d 
mortgage asm Itllwlhmh lb 

and othe w It m t ly h t d t f th w g f th 

hard Sab All tt ij t ns wh h P t t t f 1 

low-citize h ght tddftk I dfthy 

are entii ly t fi d f th m 1 w th tl y t 
tainly C th h I ht i t tS 1 1 3 1 

adoption ft \\ p k i C th L iy 

ZII. 

This may perhaps be the proper plaeo in wJiioIi to introduce 
a few explanatory remarks regarding some points allndcd to Vj 
Senator Urooks, whicQi, without esplrvnation, the uncatholio 
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reader would be liable to mi^uuler^tanL It bas bean stated n 
various ways tbat Catbolic egard Church p ojerty when o co 
dedicated to religious pu -poses s the p op ty of Gr 1 Ihe 
meanifig, in tlie minds of C thol c that ao matter n ivhon 
the title of such property is vested ts use s the so nmon i ght 
of all ; that the Bishop hn ao r ^bt to exclude the eong egat oa 
noi- the congi-egatioa to eiolade the B shoi m shoit thit i s 
t(i be used for the purptse^ of Oatbol o wo b p It has !iap 
poBcd, and it may bappea a^^ n thit s m ^ ort on of proj erty 
of this kind have been sold. Thus arises the question, very silly 
in itself, " How can the property of God be sold ? " Two in- 
staaees have beeu alladed to during this discussion. One was 
tbe old Transfiguration Church, in Chambers street. The Church 
edifice waa exceedingly ricltety. Improvemeat in the neighbor- 
hood required that great expease should be uadergoae to shore 
it up. And improvement demanded that the gi-ouad on which it 
stood should be occupied for warehouses, rather thau as a .place 
of worship. It was accordingly sold, aod the money which it 
brought was used partly to pay its debts, and partly to purchase 
the present Transfiguration Church, formerly Protestant Episco- 
palian " Zion," corner of Mott aud Cross streets. It may be re- 
marked, by the way, that the old Traasfiguratioa Church had 
never been consecrated or dedicated by any Catholic religious 
ritoa The amount of debt from the beginnmg was such, that 
neither Bishop Dubois, nor Archbishop Hughes would consecrate - 
a temple so likely to pass away from religious to secular uses. 
Something similar oecun-ed in regard to what was called St, 
Stephen's Church, on the corner of 27th street and Madison 
aveuue. Ground had been purchased there by the congregation 
with the sanction of the Bishop'; a temporary building was 
erected, but never consecrated, inasmuch as it was only tempo- 
rary aud to be occupied as a school-house after the church 
sliould have been erected. In the mean time the Harlem It. H. 
Cumpany became the proprietors of the rest of the block in 
I which this building was situated. The character of that occu- 
pancy rendered it inexpedient to build the contemplated church 
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on that ground. Whilst, on the other hand, the Harlem K. E.. 
Company desired the possession of the whole square. It was 
acoordiDglj sold to them, and the purchase money employed in 
buying lots and building St. Stephen's Church in a more suita- 
ble place. R was in relation to this property that Senator 
Broolis placed on record one of the most palpable falsehoods 
of which he has been guilty. He describes tlie sale of tliis 
property and its transfer to the Harlem B. R. Company. Of 
course, then, he was aware that it had passed out of the Arch- 
bishop's possession. And he must have known that he was 
perpetrating falsehood when he enumerated this same property 
as being still in the Archbishop's j 



XIII. 

It has been said that the Archbishop should not bays applied 
terms of opprobrium to a Senator of the State of New York, — 
and some papers have gone so far as to say that he has applied 
the word liar, scoundrel, ■villain, &c., to Senator Brooks. This 
is entirely nntrue. Whether Mr. Brooks deserves those epithets 
or not ia purely a matter of inference in the mind of each reader. 
But the Archbishop has not applied' them. Mr. Brooks in this 
respect lias been his own worst enemy. In his Speech in the Se- 
nate of New York, he made statements which were entirely and 
absolutely false. Admonished as to their falsehood, he undertook 
to prove them, and in this attempt perpetrated many additional 
falsehoods. Thus the issue of veracity between him and the 
Archbishop became vital, — and if Mr. Brooks has gone to the 
wall oa that issue, it has been by hii own piocurement. He be- 
came the centre of a triaugnlai testimony At one angle were 
his own statements, — at a second, those ot Messi-s. CHover and 
Wetmore, whose veracity no man will \entuie to call in question ; 
and at the third point of the triangle were the lecords of the Re- 
gister's office, Mr. Blocks had talsified these records. That 
fact is attested both by then own text, ind bj the testimony of 
the two gentlemen above ntmed If Mi Biooks therefore has 
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any complaint to make aa to the ctargo of falsehood, let him 
blame not the ArchbisUop, Imt hia own tongue and his own pen. 
In the speech ia Albany he said there were fifty-eight entries of 
property then held by the Arehbishop, When ho came to ex- 
amine them he found 3^ot fifty-eight, but forty-six. And when 
ti-uthM men came to examine his special report, they found 
neiihei: fifty-eight, nor forty-six, but only thuity two. 

Let no one then be offended or scandalized if the Archbisbog 
has applied to sueb statements of Senator Brooha the only term 
in our language which characterizes them according to what they 
are, namely, falsehoods. These they are — neither more nor less. 
And they would be just what they are, if by a ridiculous affecta- 
tion of spurious politeness, the Archbishop bad treated them as 
mere typographical en'ors. The only object of education in tbis 
life ia to distinguish, in all depai-tments of human knowledge, the 
line which separates truth from falsehood. If it were not in the 
hope of beoomi»g able to make tbis distinction, the labors of the 
student would become purposeless, and education would be a 
mere toil without the prospect of a recompense. To apply the 
term falsehood to a deliberate statement made by any one claim- 
ing the immunities of social decency, must aecessarily appeal- 
harsh, and is in fact a humiliating necessity on the part of him 
who employs it. But when there is no alternative left — when 
yon have to deal with a man so unscrupulous aa to leave you no 
choice, except to put him into the pit which he bad dug for you, 
then in that ease things must be called by their proper 
names — truth must he called truth, and falsehood, falsehood— it 
ia for the author of either to be responsiblo both to God and' 



SIV. 

It is said by mjiny that the late controversy between Senator 
Brooks and myself will have made a great man of him. I doubt 
much wbetlier that is possible. But if the event should verify 
the prediction, it will not awaken in my breast a single feeling 
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of regret. I have no objection that Senator Brooka aliould sno- 
cood ill any avoeatioa of life to which ho may devote himself. 
The late controversy between him and me has hronght oat for 
the admiration of his countrymen, if thay choose to admire it, the 
special department of talent in which his forte lies. If they 
deem it worthy of recompense, let them reward it ty malting 
Senator Brooks Mayor of the city, G-overaor of the State, or Pre- 
sident of the Union, in case they can find no fitter man. As for 
ihe writer of this, he has only to complain of the injustice done 
him by Senator Erooks in the speech which he delivered in the 
Senate, at Albany, on the 6th of last March, In that speech 
the Senator held up Archbishop Hughes to the odium and sus- 
p n f 1 3 t ym n An I fh' h d' 1, not by a- statement 

of fa t but by t tem t f lly a d 1 urd falsehoods. 

It may b w 11 to n lul th troduotion with a re- 

Etat mnt ftbtptn fM 3J la speech, which has 
g n t tl 1 t nt y b tw the Senator and tlie 

A hi 1 I f T Y k Th p g referred to is as fol- 
lows : — 

"I JIAVffi nATI 



T BUEIHG A VISIT 


1' A DAY IN NftW YOKK 


TAKEN PrOM TH 


Regis tee's Opficb 


Iff PBOrairTi heli 


BY JouH Hughes fs 


ra V n H T BE 


s New Tokk alone, 


mil ons of loUa 


So PAK IT.OM THIS 



THAT CITY. I suprossj : 



propeilty beiho held, when in canr heb 
AJJffl NVMEROUS TRAMBirEES rroM T u TEES TO John Hughes I 
Begihbino -with Fbbboaby, 1842, Aa» contisuikg throuoh 
1854, A PMBND OP rnKEi COPIED fifty-eight entries of as many 
distinct parcels of property made in the name of land for John 
Hughes, ALL IN the space op twelve yeabs ! — kot to John 
Hughes, Bishop, nor to John Hughes, AECEfBisnop, uoa to 
John HreHue, as TiiusTKB itoe the Great Komaw Catholic 
Chohch, but to plain Joes Hoohes, in his o(vn propria per- 
sona). Some op these pakoels covek whole squashs ob- lamp, 

AND HffiABLY ALL OF THEM ABB OB' GEBAT VAiUE. Thb KULB OP 
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THAT CHUUCH IS NEVER 10 PART WITH 

OlTY 19 TRUE OF TUB StaTB, j 

I'KOPBRTY ASeiQSBD TO BiSUOP Joim TjmOH VKB.E MAMBD BY THE 

SUNATOE FROM MOMROB. 

[" To ttoae wto were cui-ioufi in Bugli matters, Mr. Brooks es- 
liibited to the Senate, tlio number, book and page of those Beveral 
onU'ieg in the City of New York, in betalf of John Huglies."] 
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PETITION OF THE TRUSTEES OF ST. LOUIS' ' 
CHUKCII, BUFFALO. 



Mr. Putnam presented the followiag petition, wliiali, as he 
said, in view of its great importance, should he printed. He 
accordingly made a motion to that effect, wiiioh was adopted. 

To the Senate and AssemMy : — 

The undersigned, trustees and es-truatees of the St. Louis 
Ohurcti, situate in Buffalo, beg to lay before the Legislature the 
following statement of facts, in the hope that some legislative 
action may be davissd to remedy the evils of which they 
complain: — 

In the year 1829, an estimable citizen of Buffalo, the late 
Louis Le Couteuls, Esq., conveyed two valuable lots on Main and 
]>elawai-e streets, in that city, to the then Bishop iu New York, 
Dubois, in trust for the use of the Catholic church, to be there- 
after organized. Subsequently, and about the year 1838, St. 
Louis Church was duly organized under the act of 1813, under 
seven trustees, and Las so continued from that time till the pre- 
sent, said congregation from time to time electing their trustees 
according to the requirements of said statute. This organization 
was effected with the hearty concurrence of tbe worthy Bishop, 
and of the liberal donor of the land. A church was erected by 
the congregation, and dedicated by the Bishop, and the Society 
continued in haraiony and prosperity until tlie death of Bishop 
Dubois, about 1840, and the death of Mr. Oouteulx, in 1843. 

Shortly after these events Bishop Hughes attempted to com- 
pel the trustees to oouvey the title of this, church property to 
him. The trustees resisted firmly. With a view to coerce com- 
pliance with his demaJids the Bishop withdrew the Priest and 
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suspended tlie oidmaneea m St Louis Ohuroh Thi, tiusteea de- 
clined to yield, ind sent one of then number V\ a B. Le 
Goutoulx, Bsi^ to Euiope foi thepuipose of preventing tiis ar- 
bitraiy and, at was clauued tins illegal acton of tlie Bishop, 
through the intcrventioa of Oaidmal rornaii tlie Pope t. Nuncio 
at Pans Mi Le Buooeeded in his miss on No fai-ther 
efibrts were made at the tim^ hy Biah p Hughes to d nturb the 
title to the chui'ch, and ts membeia fondly hoped that peace was 
permanently restored. Subaejuentlj the diooeso was divided, 
and those of Albany and Boffilo weie elected Bishop Timon 
teoame the liead of the latter He wis installed into his holy 
of&ce in this Church of 8t Louia tin, title of whioh then vested 
in said tinistees. In process of time Bishop Timon renewed the 
effort to compel the trustees to ann'ender to him the title of said 
church. They again resisted resolutely. This procuFod yarioua 
annoyances to tie eongregatioa, among which was the withdrawal 
of all Priests from that ohureh. Deprived of all spiritual guides, 
the congregation were aooustomed to meet at their church on the 
Sabbath and make their prayers in common. The case was at 
length presented to the Holy Father and the College of Propa- 
ganda, at Kome ; the result o£ which was that in 1852, a special 
Eavoy, Fatlier Bediui, was sent to the United States to correct 
these abuses. The Prelate, yielding to the unfortunate infiueacea 
which surrounded, early took sides against us, and our romon- 
strancea were totally disregarded. 

High-banded measures were then taken against ua. Por re- 
fusing to comply with wkat we regarded as the illegal and unjust 
demands of the Bishop to surrender property thus committed to 
our charge, as the legally constituted trustees of said church, tho 
Bishop was pleased to issue against us a decree of escommuuioa- 
tion. Duriag the last three years the church itself has been, in 
effect, closed against the admission of her clergymen, and the or- 
dinances and sacraments of the Catholic religion were withheld 
from tiie members of that Society. 

Such are the unvarnished factSj to which we earnestly solicit 
your attention. The embarrassments and inconveniences result- 
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ing from this aotion o£ its Bishop, have baen to ks painful and 
oppressive. * * * ]?oi- ao higher offence than simply refusing to 
violate the Triist Law of our State, we have been euhjected to 
the paina of excommunication, and our names held tip to infamy 
und reproach. For this cause, too, have the entire congregation 
been placed under ban. To our members the holy rites of bap- 
tism and of burial have been denied. The marriage sacrament 
is refused. The Priest is fovbidi3en to minister at our altars. 
In sickness, and at tlie hour of death, the holy consolations of re- 
ligion are withheld. To the Catholic ohurcbman it is scarcely 
possible to exaggerate the magnitude of such deprivations. 

We yield to none in attachment to our religion, and cheer- 
fully render to our Bishop that obedience, in spiritual matters, 
which the just interpretation of our faith may require ; but, in 
respect to the temporalities of our Church, we claim the riglit of 
obeying the laws of the State whose protection we enjoy. 

We would respectfully suggest that we are not unmindful of 
the fact that the American policy, which has been generally 
adopted, requiring church property to be vested in Trustees, 
who shall be elected by the members of their respective congre- 
gations, was instituted' for the purpose of retaining these oxten- 
sive ecclesiastical estates in the hands of those whose interests 
are linked to, and identified with the principles and fortunes of 
our beloved oountry. And with regret and mortification have 
we observed that the recent attempts to change these salutary 
laws respecting the tenure of church property, have excited 
jealousies, and have brought odium and reproach upon the 
IJimroh to which we belong. Could, however, the uutrammelled 
judgment of reflecting and intelligent Catholics, on tbia point, 
be ascertained, we feel assured that their voice would be de- 
oLdedly in opposition to this effort of the Bishop to moaopoliEe 
tlie temporalities of the church. 

Until within the last twelve or fifteen years those temporali- 
ties have boea held by trustees, according to existing statutes, 
and dui-iiig that earlier period the American Catholic Church 
was blessed with eminent prosperity and success. While many 



bt Google 



18 COKIROVE 

churches throughout the State have, for the sake of peace, re- 
luctantly suhmitted to the demands of the Bishops in this re- 
spect, a large portion of the several congregations in every local- 
ity have regarded this project aa alike unjust and impolitio. 

We feel confident that, by proper legislation, an end oaa for 
ever he put to these controversies and diifieulties. We, therefore, 
ask for the passage of a law enforcing, under sufficient penalties, a 
faithful ooioplisjice with existing statutes, respecting the tenure 
of church property. To the true Catholic it is painful to he 
. brought in antagonism with his Bishop and spiritual guide. Such 
a law will present this unpleasant condition of affairs. By no 
portion of our eommnnity will the rigid enforcement of such a 
statute he hailed with greater satisfaction than by intelligent and 
faithful Catholics. 

And your petitioners will ever pray, 

(Signed) George ITishke, 

Michael Hbsuer, 
W. B. Ln CotiTBULX, 

GrBOROEl LoKDEAOK, 

And eeventecn others. 
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EXTKACT FllOM LAWS OF KEW YOUK. 
CHAPTER aao,— An Act m eelvtion 



The People of the State of Nevi Yorh, : 
Aisemily, do enact os follovis: — 
Section i. No grant, oonvejaiice, deyise or lease of persoaal 
ov real estate tO; nor any trust of such personal or real estate 
for tte benefit of, auy person and his successor or successors iu 
any eceloaiastioal office, sliali vest any estate or interest in such 
person or in his ancoessor, and no such grant, oonveyanoe, de- 
vise or lease to, or for any such person by the designation of 
any Buch office shall vest any estate or interest in acy successor 
of suoh. person. But this section shall not be deemed to admit 
tlie validity of any suah grint, conveyance, devise or leaie, here 
tofore nnde 

§ 2 No future grint, conveyance, devne, oi lejso of my 
real estate consecrated, dedicated or appropriated, oi luttnded 
to be oonsecrated, dedicated or appiopiinled, to tUe pmposes 
of religious woiehip, for the use of any congregation or lociety, 
shall vest any right, title Oi inteieat in any peison or persons to 
wliom such grant, conveyance, devise or lease may be made, 
unless the same sfiall be made to a corporation organized accord- 
irjg to the provisions of the laws of this State, under the aot 
entitled " An Act for tlie incorporation of religious societies," 
and the acts amendatoiy thereof, or under the act entitled "An 
Act for the incorporation of societies to establish free churches,' 
passed April 13, 1854. But nothing herein contained sliall 
prevent any such corporation from conveying such property on » 
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bona fide sale thereof, under the direction of a court of com- 
petent juriadietion to confer such authority, aceordiiig to the laws 
of this State. 

§ 3. Aay real estate of the description named in section 
second of this act, and which has heen heretofore granted, 
devised or demised, to any person or persons in any ecclesias- 
tical office, or orders, by the designation of such office or orders, 
or otherwise, stall he deemed to be held in trust for the benefit 
of the congregation or society using the same, and shall, unless 
previously convoyed to a corporation, as provided in the last 
preceding section, upon the death of the person or persons in 
whom the legal title shall he vested at the time of the j 
of this act, vest in the religious corporation formed by the 
gregation of religious society occupying or enjoying such real 
estate as aforesaid, provided such a corporation, organized ac- 
cording to the laws of this State, shall he in existence at the 
time of the decease of the person or persona holding the title 
thereto. 

§ i. In the event such congregation or society shall not be 
incorporated as aforesaid, then, and in that case, the title of 
such real estate shall vest in the people of the State of New 
York, in the same manner and with the same effect as if the 
person holding the legal title thereto had died intestate and 
without heirs capable of inheriting such real estate. 

^ 5. Whenever title to any real estate shall vest in the 
people of the State of New York, under and hy virtue of the 
last preceding section, it shall be under the charge of tlie com- 
missioners of the land office of the State of New York, and it 
shall he their duty, and they are herdjy authorized, upon their 
being satisfied that the congregation or society which had used, 
occupied or enjoyed such real estate for purposes of religious 
worship, prior to the death of the person or persons on whose 
decease the title thereto vested in this State, has been duly in- 
corporated, under and according to the provisions of the act 
first named in the second section of this act, and upon the pro- 
duction to him of a certified copy of the recorded certificate of 
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incorporation, unde)' tlie Hand of an official seal of the clerk of 
the county in whose office the same is recorded, to graat and 
convey such real estate, and all the right, title, and interest of 
tlie people of the State of New York, therein and thereto, to 
said corporation, whicli shall thereupon be vested witii all the 
right, title, and interest, which became vested in. the State hy 
virtue of the provisions of tliia act. 

§ 6. This act shall not he construed as repealing or in any 
way affecting chapter one hundred and eighty-four, passed April 
17, 1839, entitled" An Act in lelation to trusts for the benefit of 
the raeetingB of the religious Society of Eiiend') piovided that 
nothing in this provision or m said ehaptei one hundiel anl 
oighty-foiir, shall authorize the ve'<ting of the itle of piopeity 
appropriated or dedicated to leligxons worship and helongmg 
to the Society of JJriends in other than liy tiustees 

^ 7. This act shall take effect immediately, 

cr. » J' 1ST T7- y i I have compared the ijreoeding with 

State of New York, f ., ..,,'■ ei ■ ii -^^b; „ 

f J I n/c / the original law on lilo m tUis omce, 

StcrOarfi Office. ^_^_^j ;[,'„„«, fci ih. same is » «on-»oi 

transcript therefrom and of the whole of the said original. 

BLIAS W. LEAVENWOETH, Secretary of State. 
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LETTER PEOM ARCHBISHOP HUGHES, 

In relation to the FelAUcn of the Trustees of St. Iiouis' Ckarch, Bi^' 
falo,—cmd to Mt. Futntmi't Anti-GaihoUo Ohurek Property Bill, 

Kkw loss., March 2S, 1S5S. 
lb Sie Edilcr of'IlK Neta Yoris JVemnnn'8 aouraal : 

Having arriyed by the AtJantio yestei-day, I have had barely 
time to read the foregoing sti'ange documents. I proceed to make 
tlie following hasty observationa in regard to tiem, iaasmiicli fia 
Catholics, and otiiera, perhaps, are anxious to know my opinions, 

I do not think there ia any real ground for.tho alarm and ap- 
prehension which I underataud is aow preyalent among the 
Catholics of this city, and no doubt of the entire State, as to the 
effects of a law, which is now under discussion in the Legislature 
at Albany, regarding ecclesiastical property. No doubt it is in 
ita spirit and in its object an anti- Catholic enactment, although it 
professes to embrace all denominations except the Society of 
Friends. Should it pass, it may reach other religioua communi- 
ties, and strike deeper into their ecclesiastical organizations than 
its framers would wish. On the othier hand, they felt themselves 
obliged to give it the form and appearance of a general law, in- 
stead of tailing it by its trne title, " a penal enactment, requiring 
Roman Catholics of the State of Hew York to be governed, in 
the enjoyment and use of their own property set apart for eccie- 
siastioal pai-poses, not by the discipline of the religion which 
they profess, but by the statute of the Legislature." TJiis would 
bo the true title of the bill as it has now passed the Senate. 
But even should it become a law, we can hardly think that our 
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Protestfint fellow-eitizens would take any pleaBui-o in executing 
Epon us the annoyances and injuries, for tlie infliction of wliicli, 
it Laa so ingeniouslj- provided. It would impose such intricate, 
onerous, and sometimes odious duties on tte of&cera wKo should 
he appointed to see it executed that, unless ample fees were pro- 
Tided, they would hecome disgusted with its requirements. 

It would certainly inflict Yery great injury on us in our rights 
of conscience, and in our rights of pi'operty, and this without 
producing any henefit to asy class of our fellow-citizena. .Still, 
should it pass, we shall not sink under it. We have'" borne up 
under weightier discouragements. X shoidd not be surprised if 
its results woidd he beneficial, rather thau otherwise, to the real 
intereate of tlie Catholic Church and people. The very fact that 
we have been singled out and fettei-ed in the enjoyment of re- 
ligious immunities, by civil enactments, will, in all probability, 
excite that sympathy which is natural to the American breast in 
fiTor of tl ose who suffei undei the leility oi even under the ap 
pearance of jeisecition vhethei that persecution le lej,al or 
not It will hive the efCet.t to brace many who have hitheito 
been lukewarm Cathol cs to i higi.er a deeper ind a hobei ap 
precii ion of that relig on which is thought to rejiaie civ lenact 
meats for the oiippl ng of its progress It will withdraw miny 
from the too arlent puisuit of p litical ends ind political ob- 
jects by which thei minds weie led awiy anl wisted on meie 
tiansitory ind tempo il concerns It will insinuate to Oitholios 
that in the mini of their fellow c tiaena they because of their 
religion are hardly palifielto take part m the pol tical stiifes 
by which the countiy is perpetually agitated And the more 
they withdraw fiom such agitations whethei by then own choice 
or by such legislative lebukes is the enactment und^r considera 
tion contemplate'* the moie their heaits and then minis will 
torn to othei eonsileiatioiK afit,(,ting then future being and the 
religion hy means o^ which they are lo seeuie ult mitdy the enl 
of their creation In th s V11.W it is piol ible that the liw aow 
before the Legislature at Albany, will prove m itB results rather 
beneficial thaa otherwise to the Catholic body at large. The 
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Legislature does not propose to confiseate their chnieh property, 
but only to talio the managemoat of it out of their haiiclB. It 
proposes to furniBli them, and to force upou them, a, wiser, juater, 
and therefore better code of eoolesiastioal discipline for the man- 
agemeat of their church property, than their Cbnrch hiw pro- 
vided for them. But still it does not go the length of confisoa- 
tiou. It appears to be a foregone conclusioB, ia the jainds of 
the framers, that the law mil accomplish in practice the results 
which are outlined in its tlieory. This is not so certain. Pro- 
fessional gentlemen may discover some defect in the framing and 
wording of the enactment which wil! render it inapplicable. Ent 
even if this should not be the case, it will only produce, in the 
minds of Catholics, the very feelings and purposes which it aims 
to overthrow or prevent. 

The Catholic laity, in my opinion, will reason with themselves 
thus : " The Legislature wishes to prevent our doing with our 
own property what we think proper ; it wishes as to give nothing 
by devise, conveyance, gift, or any other form of transfer, to our 
Bishops and clergy, for the purpose of promoting or supporting 
our religion, except aa it sees fit to direct. Now, in this it seema 
to meddle ■with our religious, as well as civil rights ; and we shajl 
find twenty ways outside the intricate web of its prohibitions for 
doing, and doing more largely still, the very things which it 
wishea us not to do. Li these matters which invade our religious 
as weli as civil rights, we shall take the liberty of doing what is 
right, in our own way." 

It does not follow from all this, that I should witness the 
passage of the act in question with pleasure or satisfaction. But 
I look upon it in anticipatioii of its worst consequences; and in 
order to allay the apprehensions which prevail, I point out its 
probable consequences. 

Under any ciroumstanoes, we must maintain our confidence 
in the justice and wisdom o£ the State, to whtoh it is our pride 
to belong. If esperience should make it apparent hereafter that 
the working out of this law is partial and oppressive upon one 
denomination, and only one, of the community, another future 
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EG, better informed of the true state of the caae, will 
either amend its defects, or repeal it altogether, in case it should 
bo found not amendable, 

I have said that I could not, nor can any Catholio, approve 
of it, or witness its passing into a law with any feeling of pleasure 
or aatisfaotion. But, on the other hand, it is a matter of con- 
gratulation to the Catholics, that they have not had reaourse to 
any thing like public meetings or remonstrances, such as are 
usually had reoonrse to, to prevent the passing of an iniquitous 
or injurious enactment. There have been times when it might 
have been their duty thus to meet, pass resolutions, and forward 
numerously signed remonstrance a. But in an hour so pregnant 
with excitement, when it would be so easy to engender feelings 
that ought to be guarded against, they have acted wisely in leav- 
ing the matter entirely in the hands of those who are appointed 
legislators to represent the sovereign will of this sovereign State. 
Ko remonstrance shall go forth from me against the ooutemplated 
legislation, nor shall I encourage any thing of the kind in others. 
The matter is in the hands of the Senate and Assembly of New 
York. They are entirely, or nearly all, Protestants ; and Pro- 
testants have always boasted that they were in favor of the most 
unbounded civil and religious liberty. If it be their good 
pleasure in this instance to refute their professions by their acts, 
be it so; but the glory or dishonor shall be theirs alone. 

I think, however, that the chances for right legislation in 
this matter- would be greater, if the Legislature of New York 
were better informed of the true state of the ease — of the facts, 
and their bearings involved in the groundwork of the act of leg- 
islation to which we have referred. It is hardly possible that 
they should be acquainted by personal kaowledge with the reli- 
gious discipline peculiar to the various denominations of the com- 
munity. So, also, in regard to the specific facts involved in the 
so-called ecclesiastical property question among Catholics. Their 
tutors appear to have been the lay trusteesof St. Louis's Church, 
in Buffalo. What these gentlemen have said, whether orally or 
iu the form of petition, has been regarded as Catholio ti 
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and consec[«eiitlj the testimony of men wlio could not lie sua> 
pocted of wishing injury to that denomination to which thoy pro- 
fess to helong. Whoa one reads their petition, and the act now 
under deliberation, he is struck with how nicely they fit into 
each othor. The petition of George Fiaher, Michael ] 
William B. Le Oouteuiz, George Landraok, 
others, is the foundation, — the hill before the Howaa, the super- 
structure to he reared upon it. Now, wise legislation should 
rest upon a sound and solid bivsis. That which is presented to 
the Legislature by the gentlemen from BiifFalo, is neither sound 
nor solid, and with this part of the question I propose to deal at 
some length, — the more so that they have introduced mj name 
into thoii- petitiou. I begin by declaring, as a man of honor and 
veracity, that the petition of the self-styled Catholics of St. 
Louis's church, so far as it alleges grievances to 'be redressed or 
provided against, is a compound of fiction in all its material . 
parts, with a small sprinkling of truth in portions which are not 
material, from beginnmg to end. It begins with the following 
statement : 

" Shortly after these events. Bishop Hughes attempted to compel 
the ti-ustees to convey the title of this chnrch (St. Louis') to Mm. 
The trustees resisted firmly." 

The whole burden of the petition rests upon tiie accuracy or 
the inaccuracy of this statement, at least so far as Bishop Huglies 
is concerned. I proclaim in the face of the signers of the peti- 
tion, and of the Legislature, and of the whole world, that in the 
extract just quoted there is not a sentence, nor a word, nor a 
syllable, nor a letter of truth. 

Having premised so much, it may be proper for me to give a 
brief history of the origin and nature of the difficulties between 
myself and the trustees of St. Louis's church, in Buffalo. In 
order to malie the matter more intelligible, it is necessary that I 
should revert to the bearings of the question, as it affected the 
Catholic people of the diocese of Now York at the period re- 
ferred to. 
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When the undersigned was appointed to tte government of 
tbe Dioeese in 1839, he found eYeiy oliurcli therein imder the 
management, so far aa related to wliat was called temporalities, 
of lay trustees. He found the congregations of those ctiirches 
generally divided among themselves into contending parties, hav- 
ing no mutual sympathies, one with the other. He foimd them 
involved in debt, more than equal to the value of the property. 
In the city of New York there were at that period six Catholic 
chnrohes. Of these, three were barely able to meet the interest 
on their debts as tbey became due, whilst the other three were 
involved apparently beyond any prospect of extrication. Theso 
three latter churches, or rather the trastees representing them, 
became bantrupt in their corporate capacity. The real and per- 
sona! property passed into the bauds of assignees, and wore dis- 
posed of in the ordinary course of law, just the same as if they, 
had been baolirupt theatres. The price which they brought 
would not have paid more than thirty cents on the dollar to their 
creditors. And, on the other hand, it would have been a stigma 
on the Catliolio body at large, and not on the trustees as indi- 
viduals, if their debts, whetJier recoverable by law, or acknowl- 
edged to be due in justice, should not be paid to the last farthing. 

Now, here was a result that startled and alarmed the Catho- 
lics. From the time of their origin in the city of New York, 
they had been in the habit of contributing generously by volun- 
tary subscription, as well as by high pew-rents ; and after a 
continuance of such contributions during a period of more than 
half a century, tliey made the melancholy discovery that the 
churches which they had built, and supposed themselves to own, 
were' sunk iu debt far more than th y w wortli, and belonged 
both in law and in equity t th d t B. All the money 

they had contributed for reli pu p over and above cur- 

rent expanses for the raaintena f d n worship, was gone — 
gone ; and with it their bono a a t tw tl y religious commu- 
nity ! The present Archbish p f N w T k was the pui-chaser 
of those churchea when they were sold respectively ; that is, he 
was the highest bidder, and accordingly they pt^sed into his 
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hands for the time hoing, not in the form of a trust for iiim and 
his successors, but hy a legal title in fee simple, Erom that 
moment, the confidence and hopes of the Catholic people began 
to reviye. Thej rallied around their Bishop, and around the 
clergymen respectively appointed by him to take charge of those 
churches. By an effort, ithich has continued for years, they paid 
off or provided for their debts, as determined by the legal price 
for which they were sold. But they did more than pay their 
legal debts. They retrieved their own honor as a religious de- 
Homination, by paying also those debts for the recovery of which 
there was no law. They wiped out every stigma which the bad 
management of lay trustees had brought upon their otherwise 
untarnished name. 

I would not be understood here as imputing moral delinquan- 
oy to the several Beards of Trustees then in existence, or to their 
predecessors. But experience has proved in our own country, as 
well as elsewhere, that there is a subtle element of deoeptiveness 
lurking and inherent in the nature of corporate bodies. Tha 
members of such bodies are seldom oonscions of the presence of 
this element, which, as long as things go on well, philosophy has 
been bafled in her attempts to define or identify. It is only 
when the community is stunned by some explosion or mismanage- 
ment of pnblio trusts by corporate bodies, that the fact itself be- 
comes palpable and undeniable. But eyea then, except in some 
startling case of fraud, the astonishment settles down into that 
benevolent humanity which winds up a catastrophe on a railroad, 
with the considerate verdict that blame is not to be attached to 
any one in particular. 

I have never known an instance of fraud or peculation among 
the lay trustees of the unfortunate churches to whicii 1 have re- 
ferred. In other respects, they wei-e not exempt from those self- 
jllnsions to which corporate bodies, even in seasons of appai'ent 
prosperity, are so frequently liable. This was proved by the re- 
sult of their long labors. After au administration of the tempo- 
ral affairs of the Catholics during a period of fifty years, they 
and the community were astonished at disoovering that the Church 
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property uncler their management was still in debt, to an amount 
more tiian its entire value. Thus it was ascertained that, except 
in the mere use of the edifices for religions purposes, the condi- 
tion of the Catholics of New York was worse than if they had 
never owned any Church property whatever. It was not surpri- 
sing, therefore, tliat the Catholic community, clergy and laity, 
under such circumstances, should turn away, as they did, in dis- 
gust, from a system which had wrought out such unespoetcd, and, 
for tlie honor of their fame as a religious eomntnnity, such dis- 
creditable results. 

On tha other baud, since the management of Church property 
by lay trustees has been set aside, or, rather, has died out, tbeir 
reputation has been retrieved and restored. They have seen paid 
off not only theia- legal debts, but the debts of honor bec[ueathGd 
to them by the defunct system. They have seen those older 
churches recovered from ruin, and new churches springing up on 
every side. They bave seen an end put to divisions, bickerings 
and strifes in the several congregations of tbo diocese, and a spirit 
of union, harmony, and above all, charity, extending itself over 
their whole community. 

With this experience fresh in their memory, nothing less than 
absolute coercion will induce them' to return to a system, from 
the effects of which they have escaped at the espense of so many 
and such, noble sacriBces. 

I am, however, far from being satisfied with the mode in 
which Church property is generally held at tbo present time. It 
has involved the bishop in many cares, anzietiea and responsibil- 
ities, which, it would be for him a great and most desirable relief 
t b d f Ail h uld h il w th 1 1 ght y legislative 
m lywlbnthn Ithdg tht have result- 

dtmthf mna mtflyt t might be 

u ly g 1 I g t d 1h th 1 the incon- 

f th p nt sy t m 1 d th hts of the 

1 ty w 11 f th 1 y p d d t 1 tl Church prop- 

ty 1 lly It th ^.acrcd ends and purposes for which it 

w ted nl t 1 1 



bt Google 



(10 COSTUOVERSY BETWEEN SESATOtt JiUOOKJ? 

la the petition ■whicb, Mr. Putnam presented to the legtslft- 
ture on behalf of tlie tmsteea of St. Louis' churoL, it is insioua- 
ted, if not asserted, that the system of lay trustees was set aside 
by the improper exeiciae of episcopal authority in the diocese of 
New Toi'k. This is entirely untrue. When that system was set 
asida there was no Oatholie Bishop in the State of Now York, 
except myself, and I know that I never used my episcopal au- 
thority whether properly or improperly, for the purpose of dis- 
placing lay trustees in any church in my diocese. It is quite 
true that when appealed to I have recommended, in a few in- 
stances, that they should resign, as the best means of putting au 
end to strifes among themselves, or of saving the oburoh under 
their management from being sold for its debts. This, however, 
was always in the form of friendly advioe ; but- in no case have I 
ever asked them to resign their office as an act of obedience to 
episcopal authority. In no case have I asked them, or any of 
them, to make over the title of their ohurBh property to me. I 
navar recogniaed in them the right of ownership, and I should 
as soon have thought of asking the Corporation of Bufialo to make 
over to mo their city property, as of asking the trustees of St. 
Louis' to make over the title of their church. It was not theirs 
in such a sense or for such a pucpose. They could not do it if 
they would ; and if they did attempt it, it would be as faithless 
agents, attempting to betray the confidence of their principals, in 
giving a worthless deed of property which was not theirs. Con- 
sequently, whilst the statement alluded to in the petition of the 
trustees, and seventeen others, is utterly empty of truth, it is 
filled and overflowing with absurdity and nonsense. 

The authority of a Bishop in the Catholio Church is a spir- 
itual authority. It is the same in a Church that has trustees, as 
in one that has none. AU Catholics aoknoweldge and are sub- 
ject to that authority. I may add also what is indeed obvious, 
that that authority extends to outward things ■which are set 
apart and appropriated for purposes of religion; and that, con- 
sequently, when the faithful have contributed for the purposes 
of Catholic worf.hip. it is of the jurisdiction, of the right, and 
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duty of tiie Eiahop, to see that property so contrilrated, and for 
Buch a purpose, shall not be misappropriated, squandered, or per- 
verted from its use. 

In the Statutes of our Sjnod, held in 1S42, certain rules 
were laid down by whieh lay trustees should be thenceforward 
guided in administering the eoolesiastieal property, whiah the 
Catbolio people had contributed for the purpose of religion. The 
following extract from our Pastoral Letter, published on that 
occasion, contains the only rules whioh could in the least trench 
on the prerogatives of lay trustees which had been so long enjoyed 
for ruin, with impunity : — 

" We have, therefore, directed and ordained, by the statntes'of the 
Diocese, that, hencetbrward, no body of lay trustees, or lay persons, 
by whateyer name called, shall be admitted to appoint, retain, or dis- 
miss, any person connected witJi the Ohnroh — such as seiton, organ- 
ist, singers, teaohers, or other persons employed in oonneotion with 
rdi^on or puWio worship, against the will of the pastor, subject to 
the ultimate deciaon of the ordinary. We have ordained, likewise, 
that the expenses neoessaiy for the mmitenance of the pastors, and 
the support of religion, shall, iu no case, be withheld or denied, if the 
eongregatioa are able to affiard them. It shall not be lawful for (icy 
Board of Trnstees, or other lay persona, to make use of the ohnroh, 
chapel, basement, or other jiortions of ground, or edifices consecrated. 
10 religion, for any meeting, haying a secular, or even an eoclesiastienl 
object, without the approval, previously liad, of the pastor^ who shall 
beacoonntabletothoBishopforhisdedaion. And, wiUi a view to ai'rest 
the evils of the trustee system in expending inconsiderably, or other- 
wise, the property of the faithful, it has been ordained as a statute of the 
Diocese, that no Board of Trustees shall bo atlitiertytovote, expend, 
or appropriate for contracts, or under any pretost, any portion of the 
property which they are appointed to admiaister, (exeepliug the cur- 
rent expenses as above alluded to) without the express approval and 
approbation of the pastor, in every case. And is nr h d d 
that even thus, the trnstees of the chni'o ea h he app ti n 
the pastor, shail not bo at libei-ty to esp nd n a d la g han 

the sum of one hundred dollars in any on th h cons 

of tba Bishop approving or permitting ai h spen 

I am sure that no memhor of the L a u n n M 

Putnam, wHl be able to discover, in th u a n a y h 

unjust, wnwiso, or oppressive, They tjffe hBalsf 
Trustees the power of contracting debt ad In u nd b c[u a h 
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mg to then OTecessors in office the less pleasant duty of making 
pajment They took from lay tvustees the right of employing 
cUuich property for the payment of persons eouneeted with reli- 
gion, agamst whoso fitness or moral character the pastor of the 
oharcli might have strong and well-founded ohjectiona. In these 
regulations will he foimd the only grounds that ever existed for 
the resistance to episcopal authority, which the trustees of St. 
Louis's CImrch, Buffalo, were pleased to inaugurate. 

All the other Boards of Trustees ia the Diocese acquiesced 
in them, and the Catholics at large saw io them a prudent meM- 
ure and a wise precaution. The only esaeption was the truBtoea 
of St. Louis's Charoh. They would he Catholics after their own 
fashion, and they have reaped the consequences. Not under- 
Btanding the English language well, they caused the Pastoral to 
be translated iuto German, Then,iii their corporate capacity as 
lay trustees,they took it into " mature and respectful " consider- 
ation, and reviewed it paragraph hy paragraph. They were kind 
enough to approve of some parts, whilst in the moat polite language, 
which a French gentleman knows so well how to employ, they signi- 
fied to me that other portions of the document did not meet their ap- 
probation Then obiCLiions were chiefly, I may say exclusively, 
against the icgulations contained ia the above extract from the 
Pastoral Letter They would not allow either Bishop or Priest 
to examine their church books, or tlieir trewurer's accounts. 
They would not tllow the Pastor to have any thing to do with the 
approval oi di^appioval of persons whom they might think fit to 
employ in connection with the services of the Church. Thus, hy 
implication, they would reserve to themselves the right to employ 
aa infidel to teach catechism to the children of the congregation 
— the right to employ a Jew to serve the Priest at Mass, and a 
scoffer at all religion to play the organ on Svmday, or ehant tlie 
praises of God in his holy temple. Their refusal to aequiesoe in 
the above regulations of tho Pastoral Letter was eommunioated 
to me accompanied by polite expressions of profound respect for 
episcopal authority. Xa reply, I expressed to them briefly my 
regret at the course which tlioy thouglit proper to adopt, inti- 
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mated that the duties of my o£Eoe required that I should he tho 
Bishop, and that in the govemment of the Diocese they should be 
content with their coudition as laymen, — that under no circum- 
ptanoes would I quarrel or have any ooutroYersy with them, — 
that if they thought proper'to persevere in their resolutions, we 
should part company in peace, — that Bishops and Priests, and 
religion itself, were quite as free in this country as were lay trus- 

In the Pastoral Letter it hlid heen made known that at the 
period of sis months from its promulgation, the Priest should be 
■withdrawn from every church whose trustees should refuse to 
comply with the above regulations. The truateea of St. Louis's 
Churoh alone persevered in their refusal. The Priest, however, 
was not withdrawn by me, but was actually compelled by the ill- 
treatment he received from the trustees and their adherents 
to quit his post and return to his native country. From the time 
he left I did not send another Priest, nor was aDother Priest per- 
mitted to officiate ia their church. But as the Catholic people 
whose mterests these men had ao mismanaged, whose peace they 
had destroyed, whom they had deprived of religious consolation 
so far as depended on them, were still a precious portion of my 
Catholic flock, I sent two other Priests, not indeed to he under 
the ignorant tyranny of lay ti-ustees in St. Louis's Church, but to 
be fi-ee ministers of God, freely discharging their duties towards 
all the people. 

The Almighty gave a blessing to their ministry and labors. 
A new temple was soon commenced, and this church of St. Louis 
remained, an altarless pile, which its owners might have disposed 
of as they thought proper. On my second episcopal visitation 
one or two years afterwards, the trustees then in of&ce addressed 
mo a note soliciting me to receive them for the purpose of an in- 
terview in regard to its condition. I informed them in reply 
that .unless they were prepared to acquiesce in the requirements 
of the Pastoral Letter, and thas come back to the starting point 
of their sohism, an interview would be useless, and could not be 
granted. They came, notwithstanding, at the hour which they 
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indicated in theiv note. They aslced me to explain the meaning 
of certain passages in tlie extract of tlie Pastoral as quoted above. 
This was readily given, and at its close they alleged as an apol- 
ogy foi then sohi-matieal course up to thit time, that they were 
unj,oquaintLd with the vilne of Eughsh woids th it Mr. Wm. B. 
Le Oouteuls had been their mterpretei — and that he had always 
iisuied them that the Bish p was endeavoring to ^et possession 
of their ohu (,h pioperty in Older to give it t the Irish ! la 
ihoit they stated (thtt is some'of them stated ind the rest re- 
mimed silent) that if my inteipretation of the Pastoral Letter 
was coiroct, Mi Le Coutenlx had been deceiving them, from the 
beginning anl that now they were jupiied to TObmit in all 
thmgs to the {,uieial discipline of the I>i ceat, is set forth in the 
Pistor'il Lettei Theii submission was comjlote and uncondi- 
tional, — it wBB spontaneous foi I neithei a gued with them nor 
snfloied them to ai^ai, with me I congratulated them, intimat- 
ing at the sarai, time that their achnowledgpd and causeless obsti- 
nacy had given gieat si,andal whioh as good Chiiatians, they were 
bound to lepiii as fai as posaiMe This (h(,y admitted, and were 
piepared to ash pardon of (iod and of thi-ii Bishop for the 
ssandals they had given They besought the B shop, however, 
to open then church and pieaeh m it on the following day, which 
was Smday Irepliel that before I opened thur ehuroh they 
ahiuld make the amende Iwnmable to their fellow Catholics of 
the DiocLie and of tho woild which they did m the afternoon 
papeis by a public expression of their regret for the course they 
had hitherto pursued Here the mattei ended as between the 
Bishop of New York and the trustees oi St. Louis s Church. A 
new pastor was appointed, and things went on peacefully till the 
Diocese was divided. 

With the details of the subsequent history of this oontro- 
versy I am anacquainted, but I am quite persuaded that the 
trustees of St. Louie's Church have had as little reason to com- 
plain of their present zealous and devoted Bishop as they had to 
eoinplain of me. 

Whether in view of the foregoing facta the Legislature can do 
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any thing to relieve those gentlemen from the laws of the religious 
denomination to which they profess to belong, It TTill remain for 
Mr. Putnam and his colleagues to determine. 
Their petition states as follows, viz ; 

" The trustees sent one of their iiumlier,Wm, B, Le Oouteulx, Esq., 
to Europe for the piu'pose of preventing this arbitrary, and as was 
olramed, this illegal aotioa of tlie Bishop, tbioagh the intei'Tentioc of 
Oardinai Foi'nari, the Pope's Nando in Palis. Mr. L. 0. snooeeded in 
his niisaioa. ITo fni'ther efforts were made at the time by Bishop 
Hughes to disturb the title to the Ohnroh, and its members fondly 
hoped that peace was permanently restored." 

Here is a strange jumble of fact and fiction. It is <juite triio 
that Mr. Le Couteuls went to Europe, — it is quite false that he 
succeeded in his mission. Bishop Hughes had many conyersa- 
tions with Oardinai Fomari in Paris after Mr. Lc O.'s visit, and 
the Nimeio aever so miioh as alluded either to Mr. Le Couteuls 
or to the St. Louis's Oburch in Buffelo. Peace, then, was not re- 
stored in oonseciuence of any authority in the Catholic Chui-ch, 
for neither Bishop, nor Cardinal, nor Pope, ever spoie or wrote 
to Bishop Hughes on the euhjeot. But peace was restored in 
consequence of the trustees having, in the interview above al- 
luded to, voluntarily and uneonditionaliy submitted to the require- 
ments of the Pastoral Letter ; — in consequence of their havmg 
expressed sorrow for their scandaloas conduct ; — and in conse- 
quence of their having promised, if the Bishop would only grant 
them a Priest, to oonform thenceforward in their administration 
as lay trustees to the rules of the Diocese, 

Such is the plain, simple history of facts involved ia the so- 
called controversy between the trustees of St, Louis's Church and 
myself, up to the period when the Diocese was divided. Let no 
one suppose that this statement of facts is uutnie or incorrect In 
any of its parts. I had some correspondence, but no controversy 
with the trustees, I had much conversation also, especially with 
their spokesman ; and I defy him to show that in writing, in 
speech, or by any act or sign, I have ever made the proposition, 
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or esWbited the desirej to meddle, directly oi" indirectly, witli the 
title of their ohurch. 

This is a tnie and simple, though hastily written statement, 
of the whole question between St- Lowis Ohureh and the nnder- 
signed. 

■I- JOHN, AitcHcisHOP OF New Yokk. 
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lli'mm the Buffalo C!oujieeoi4l Adteetisee, April 5.] 

THE ST. LOUIS CHUECH DIFFICULTY. 

7'o ihc HiGiTT Eev. ions liuGDEg, AixhbUIiop of Ifesj York. 

Eight Eeveuend Sir : — The letter which you have boEa 
pleased to publish in the New York Freeman's Joitmal^ under 
date of the 28th of last March, has just been read by me ; and 
einoe you haye thought fit to make suoh a free nse of my name, 
you will permit me to take the liberty to answer you "-in that 
polite language which a French gentleman knows so toell how- 
io employ." 

As it wonld no doubt be as tedious to you as to the public, 
were 1 to follow yoti ia your appreciation of the merits of the 
Hon. Senator Putnam's bill, I will como at once tg what con- 
cerns the Church of St. Louis, of Buffalo, and my poor self. 
It t thit you never demanded — that ia to say, in 

p w d — th title to onr chnroh property ; but after read- 
y p t I letter of 1812 or 1843, of which you give a 
py y 1 t 1 tter, imposing upon the Catholic congrega- 
t f y m li e, as a condition sine Qua non, to oboy your 

jui m t d pain of being deprived of pastors in their 
1 h I 1 t to any one to decide if we, of the St. Louis 

! h w w in asserting that you demanded their proper- 

ty f t pi tliatif we bad submitted to your reqiiirenients, 
h t f -poration would have been annulled, oonse- 

^ tly 1 1 to our temporal administration and to our 

h h ( p ty f r the whole would have passed under your 
bit t 1 d dominion ! Eat, sir, if this argument of 

m J P * I'^^l letter in not conclusive, what are we to 
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think of % decree adopted m tbe Synod of Baltunoro in 1S49, 
the fourth article being worded as follows : 

Artide IV. T/te Miflisra ordain — that is, you and the other Bish- 
ops — tfiat all Ohwrches, ancl all other eMleaiastioal property, lohieA 
Jwoo ieen acqiiired by donationa, or the offsriaigs of the Faiihfiil^ for 
TBligious or chm-itabh tise, ielong to the Bishop of the Diocese, waleag 
it shall he made to appear, mid oe eonjvrmed Jiy writings^ that it was 
grimiteA to some reUgious order qf monks, or to some eongregoMon of 
priests for their use. 

Is not that article ooflclasive ? Does it not show plainly that 
you and Bishop Tinioa demanded our church property ? Our 
resiatanoe to your demauds was the only canse of all your aocu- 
sations, — particularly against the " spokesman " — and of your 
branding us in the public prints as infidels and liars ! which is 
not very Christiaii, coming from an Archbishop I As to that . 
part of your letter concerning the submission of the trustees of 
the St. Louis church, on your second yearly Episcopal visitatioa 
to Buffalo, " and which was contpkCe and unconditional, amd 
who a.pologized for the schismatical cotirse they Jmd adored, at- 
tributing it to their being unacquainted with the value of Eng- 
lish words, and to the deceptions of Mr. William B. Le Oou- 
TEULx, who was their interpreter of the Fastoral Letter, and 
who assured them that the Bishop was endeavoring to get pos- 
session of their church property, in o?'der to give it to the Irish: 
That they could now easily see that said W. B, Le Couteulx 
had been deceiving tliemfrom the beginning." 

It reijuires, indeed, sir, all those feelings of a gentleman who 
respects his religion, and the rank which you occupy in oiu- 
church, not to resent in the strongest terms the aboyo assertions ; 
hut I have promised to he polite, and I wiU do it. My answer 
to said assertions will be limited to the following declaration, 
duly acknowledged before a Commissioner of Deeds, the original 
of whicli is in my hands, ready to be shown to any one wishing to 
see it : 

We, the underaigned, surviving Trustees of the St. Louis Obureh, 
of Buffalo, present at the interview with the Eight Revei'end John 
Hughes, Bishop of tlie Diocese of Wew York, which took place in 1842 
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or 1843, on his second Episcopal Tisit in Qiis uity^dedare by theae 
iireseats, that the aasei-tions of the Eight Eeverend Bistop, oontaiaed 
in his letter of the 38th of March of the present yeai", aiid puhliahed 
in the New York Fveeman'i Journal, conoerning wliat we should 
hfiTO said about Ms. "WiUiam D, Le Oontenlx, ia eatii-ely and altogether 
incorrect, not havmg even the rememhranoe tliat his name waa once 
pTOnouneed during said interview. 
Buffalo, April 3, 1855. 

(Sigaed,) MaBTUf Fbheg, 



1 On thia 3d day of April, in the jaia- 
\ 1655, before me pei'son^y oame Martin 
) Eiaher, Josepli Habevati'o, Hicholaa 
Ilafla, and Bartholomew Einck, known to me to be the persons de- 
scribed in, and who executed the foregoing oertitioate, and each aepa- 
rately actnowJodged that they have executed the same, for the pur- 
poses above mentioned. 

(Signed,) H"ioa:OLAS Ottbitot, 

Gom. of Deeds. 

As to tho card, wliicli at the time you oausecl to be published 
by tho trustees in the Cmnm&rcial Advertisei' of this city, " as an 
amende honorablsj' it waa worded and even written by yon, as a 
condition to your restoring a pastor in the St. Louis Church. 

Xour denial, sir. of Cardinal Pomari's interference with you 
to try to settle our difBcultiea, can never bo conclusive for me, 
for I know too well the worth of that moat learned, amiable, and 
benevolent prelate, not to belieTe him inoapable of making a 
promise and not to feeop it. It was him who dissuaded me to go 
to Rome to seek redress, telling me that he was sure to be able 
to settle our matters with you. And it was him also, who pre- 
vailed upon me to return to America, and made me promise to 
see yon on my arrival, to ti'y once more to settle our difBoulties 
personally with you, asking mo to inform hiui of the result of the 
ijiterview. I did as h b de me saw you, and the nezt day a 
letter, rendering him a fa thtul aoo nut of what had taken place 
between us, was on the w y to E rope. 

There is a coinciden wh h rather turns against that 

denial of youra, in the at / tt oo tonths after tlie departure 
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of my ku&rfor Em ope just the necesiwry time fm you toie eiit 
one from the Woithy Ca dwal you eame to BufFilo and aottled 
every thing witli t!ie tiusteei, upon t!iL publication of a i"atil 
showiDg tliat jou. wa? iif,lit and they wi 3iig i I will drop this 
eonteat, and leave it as jow ivill have it a stringe jiimUe cf 
fact and fiction." 

As to Rev. Ml Pax Pastor of tKe 8t Loms cliurch wlum 
you would represent a ^ miityr of the trustees who hid if 
tuallj been compelled, thiough ill tieitraent ftom them, and then 
adherents, to quit his post and return to his native country I 
will affirm, upon my honoi that I nevei knew 1 ut of one dif& 
cnlty between them and that it came fiom the inipoHSjbiUty of 
said trustees to leimbuise him the sum of st% hmiH l I doJlais 
immediately upon his demand, and wkeh he had pri^wiled upon 
them to boiTOw of him fii some woiL. to be done to the cliur h 
However, he was soon paid by a collection made in the congre- 
gation. 

Thai pastor, whom I knew well, was of a moioae disposition, 
constantly regretting his native country, and expressing his in- 
tention to leave us as soon as he would Jiave aefjuiied the means 
to make his mother comfortable. He came to us very poor, and 
through our liberality, in less than four years, went away to see 
his mother with skc t/iotisand dollars, which is a pretty fair com- 
pensation for so short a time of martyrdom I 
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decree of Baltimore ! I can as easily conceiTe your wratt against 
the " spokesman " of the trustees of the St. Louis church, for his 
having davecl to tender th3m that assistance which their situation 
needed. But, sir, that " spokesman" possessing a pure con- 
soionce and a firm mind, can hear, without fear, your displeasure, 
your attaolts, and aii your efforts to injure a reputation which ho 
has acquired hy the rectitude of his conduct, his manners, and 
his kind and upright disposition. 

It is my firm belief, sir, although very few will dare to ex- 
press it, that the great majority of the Catholics in this country 
will rejoice if Hon. StPt bllhm IwAl 

I would not be at all p d w t th | t It 

rejoice, but in peto, th t t p t f th y 

towards helping the p ym t f th p p ty b ght i y th ir 
bishops, or the huildi j^ f th th d 1 d th t hi h 

ments, and some ofthmir amtp tt 1 

most bordering on st t 

That law, oompai- 1 w th th 1 wh h y t f th f 
few congregations getting into debt, will be of giuatei advantage 
in giving to the Bishops more time to devote to their spiritual 
duties, by not being any more obliged to go to foreign countries 
there to seek for the means to face their engagements at home 
for their purchases of real estate, &c,, &c., giving the sad spec- 
tacle of their seeming more ia quest of wealth than of souls. 
That law would also, in my opinion, have the advantage to de- 
stroy those reports about the influence of the Bishops in the elec- 
tions, and be the means of putting an end to that jealousy and fre- 
quent strife between the Catholics and those of another religion. 
Permit me to express to you here, in conclusion, my sincere 
regret to have been once more under the ohiigiition to answer 
you, and that I would have preferred to have been left alone, 
which was so very easy for you to do. Still believe me to re- 
main respectfully. 

Eight Reverend Sir, your obedient aeryaut, 

W. B. Le COUTEULX. 
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REPLY 01.' ABOHBISEOP HUGHIIS TO WM. B. 

7b Sie Editor of t&e Mw Foi-i Z/aiiy Times : 

Mr. Wm. B. Le Cputeulx's letter, addressed to me, and pub- 
lished in the Buffalo Commercial Advertiser of the 5th inst;, 
and copied into your paper of this date, requires some notice at 
my hands, I shall have no direct controversy with Mr. Wm. 
B. Le Couteulx, But I miist begin by disdaiming any inten- 
tion to injure " a reputation which he has acquired by the recti- 
tude of his conduct, his manners, and his kind and upright dis- 
position." This is the character which he claims for himself, a,nd 
with which I have nothing to do, .It would be well for him if 
he had economized h^ reputation and spared it !^ much as I 
have done. I have no unkind feelings towards him or towai-ds 
any human being. But his own acta determine that he is with- 
out the slightest necessity for an imputation against it on my 
part. Besides, if he looks at the testimonies of certain joui- 
nals, he wiU be satisfied that he never stood so high as he does 
at present in the estimation of the enemies of the Catholic 
Church, for the accomplishment of whose purposes, he and his 
colle^ues have made themselves voluntarily and gratuitously 
the efficient implemenls, 

Mr. Le Couteulx assumes that I have branded him. and his 
colleagues in the public prints as infidels aiud liars. I must beg 
leave to decline tlie authorship of suoh vulgar fauguage. But if 
Mr, Le Couteulx adopts such epithets and applies them to him- 
self and his a^ooiates, I cannot deny him the superior advan- 
tage of knowing whether they are ti'uly applicable or not. I 
only disciaim having used or applied such terms, and throw bacic 
their authorship upon Mr. Wm,. B. Le Coutoulx. But I tJiauk 
that gentleman for aiding me in establishmg the triumph of 
truth over fijsehood touching the difficulties between St. Louis's 
Church and myself. 
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la tte petition presented to the Legislature of New York, 
it IB stated, shortly after these eveBtu Bishop Hnghes attempted 
to compel the Trustees to couTSy the title of their property to him. 
The Trustees resisted firmly." To this statement the name of 
Mr. Le Couteuiz is signed among others as a veracious witness. 
In the letter now hefore me I fliid the following statement : " It 
ia true, sir, that you (Bishop Hughes) never demanded, that is to 
say, in express words, the title to our Church property." Thia 
is signed as a veracious statement by "VVm. B. Le Couteulx. 
These two Btatemonts from the samo author contradict oach 
other, and I choose to believe the statement ia the letter, inas- 
much as it is a substantial endorsement of what I had previously 
written — namely, that in the statement of the petition there was 
not a sentence, or a word, or a syllable, or a letter of truth. In 
this Mr. Le Oouteuls swbstaiitially agrees, when he says that I 
never demanded the title to the Chureh property. But he goes 
on to say that, if he and the Trustees had acquiesced in the re- 
quirements of ray Pastoral Letter, the whole of their property 
would have passed under my absolute control and dominion. 
This consequenee was altogether a )io« seqmtur. Other eongre- 
{rations acquiesced in those regulations, and yet continued in the 
undisturbed possession of their property, jnst as before. And 
I may as well observe hero, that from the day on which the 
Pastoral Letter was published until the present hour, I have 
never asked, I have never accepted, I have never received, one 
inch of Church property from Trustees, of any description. If 
BIr. Le Couteulx and his colleagues are so incapable of reasoa- 
ing as to suppose that their compliance with a regulation of dis- 
cipline, not touching on their vested rights in the least, was a 
transfer of their property, it furnishes an evidence of stupidity 
entirely unbecoming men of pretensions like theirs. But Jtr. 
Le Oouteuls himself has no coufidence in this subterfuge, for hs 
saya : " If this argument of mine on your Pastoral Letter is not 
conclusive, what are we to think of the decree adopted in the 
Synod of Baltimore in 1849 ? " of which be gives the words of 
theiourth article. Alas, how Mr. Le Couteulx must feel bim- 
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self lowerod down wben bo is obliged to quoto as a pretest for 
the sohismatical course wliieh lie and hia colleagues ttouglit pro- 
per to adopt in 1842, any event wHoh took place seven years 
afterwards. And this warrants him in asking " Is not tliat ar- 
ticle conclusive V Does it not show plainly that you. and Bishop 
Tim on demanded our property? Row manifestly it shows no 
such thing. IFirst, because I (that is Bishop Hughes) had noth- 
ing to do withthe St. Louis'sChurch in Buffalo when tEat article, 
was written in 1849. Secondly, beeaase that article had no 
reference to any vested title in Ghurcli property already esist- 
ing, whether in Trustees or otherwise. Thirdly, because Mr. Le 
Oonteulx, or whoever translated the fourth statute, has per- 
verted tlie meaning and falsified the text. The words of the sta- 
tute, as it stands in Latin, are as follows, viz : " Sbatuenint Patres 
Ecclesias omnes, ceieraque bona Scdesiastica, qU(svel dono, vel 
Mdelium oblationiAus acquisita, in ckaritaiis velreligionis ope- 
ribus sunt im^endcnda, ad ordinarium pertiv.m-e ; nisi appa- 
reat, soriptoque constet ilia ordini oiicui Regulari, vel Sacer- 
d6t m Cm t' ' ' 1 um t d't fdsse." The 

t It f wh h mply th Th T thers have di- 

td imdthtllhh 1th eclesiastloal 

gd 1 dlydt bythff ^ f the faithful to 

b p d I mpl yd w k f h ty of religion, 

b 1 t th dm y 1 t PP d m de evident in 

writing that such property has been given to some religious order 
or community of Priests." The words which are suppressed in 
Mr. Lo Gouteuls's translation, and which show that this statute 
had a prospective and not a retrospeetive bearing are the words, 
" Sunt impendenda" — to he espeaded." It is singular how the 
translator should have omitted by mistake the only two words in 
the article which refute his interpretation of its meaning. Con- 
sequently, therefore, Mr. Le Couteulx is just as unfortunate in 
quoting this article as he is in making an event of the year 1849 
a groundwork for what he and his colleagues had done in 1842. 
Mr. Le Oouteulx now proceeds to controvert my statement with 
regard to tho unquaiifled and spontaneous submission of the 
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Trustees oa my Episcopal visit to Buffalo. It seems he has 
taken the pains to ha^e them make afEdavit in regard to wiiat 
oceurred in the interview between them and me ; and like sensi- 
ble men, as they are, they first declare on oatL that my state- 
ment is entirely and altogether ineon'ect a.s regards what one of 
them said respecting Mr. Le Coatenls's having been their inter- 
preter, and Jiis having been deceiving them from the commence- 
ment, — that is, if my explanation of the meaning of the Pastoral 
Letter was correct. The pnblio will be painfully amnsed at the 
reason which warrants them in declaring, nnder oath, that my 
statement is entirely and altogether incorrect. That reason is, 
that they do not even remember that Mr. Le Oouteuls'a name 
was once pronounced during said interview. Now, this only 
proves on oath that they have had bad memories, but it does not 
warrant them in stating that a thing did not ooeur simply be- 
oanse it h^ escaped their recollections. I made the statement 
because it was true ; because I remember it distinctly. But, 
considering the position in which Mr. Le Oouteuls finds himself, 
it is singular that he or his sissoeiates should deem it necessary 
to invoke the solemnity of an osith before a Commissioner of 
Deeds, and that the whole sum and substance of that oath 
amounts only to a declaration that they do not remember what 
occurred at the interview. iVbre mi ricordo. 

Mr. Le Oouteuls reminds me that it was I who drew up the 
amende honorable, signed by the Trustees, and published on the 
same day in the Buffalo GontTiercial Advertiser. This is true. 
But I will explain how it happened. The interview occurred on 
Saturday, after 12 o'clock. It lasted some time. The paper, it 
was said, was usually pablished at 2 o'clock They were exceed- 
ingly ansloas that I should open, and preacbin St. Louis's Church, 
on the following day {Sunday). I, on the other hand, iiad made 
known to them my determination never to open that church until 
they ahonld first ask pardon of their fellow Catholics, of the diocese 
of Kew York ami of the country, for the scandal which they had 
given. They attempted to draw up the formulary of a document 
to tiiat effect. But their very anaietv to have it in time for the 
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afternoon paper, disqualified them from writing it ii3 tastily aS 
tliey would wiali. I witnessed what I considered to he at tliat 
moment their good Catholic dispoaitions, and in order not to dis- 
appoint them in their hopes for the following day, I took the pen 
and drew the form of their apology, making it as Kttle humiliat- 
ing to them as possihle. I saw that they would have signed a 
card reflecting upoa themselves mwcli more serioualy for their 
past conduct; bwt I felt that it would he ungenerous and un- 
charitahle on my pai-t to take advantage of their disposition, by 
imposing on them any thing that could be construed into an act 
of humiliation, 

Mr. Le Oouteuls ia yery much surprised that OardinalPomari 
should never have spoken or written to me on the suhjeot of St, 
Louis Church, in Buffalo. However, the fact is as I have stated 
No ecclesiastic in the Churchj from the Pope downward, has ever 
spoken or written to me oa the subject. What passed between 
Mr. Le Couteids and the Nuncio in Paris, I do not know, hut 
when Mr. Le Couteuls stated in his petition to the Legislature, 
that he had appealed to Cardinal Fornari, aa a special deputy 
from the Trustees of Bufialo, and that ha had been " successful 
in his mission," he placed me under the necessity of showing that 
he was quite mistaken, and that there was not a woimI of truth in 
the pretended success of his mission. He says that he called upon 
me on Ms return immediately after his an-ival at New York; 
and that he wrote the nest day to Nuncio Fornari, a faithful ac- 
count of what had taken place between him and mj during the 
brief mterview. I should be very curious to see that letter, for 
I am at a loss to imagine what it could be made up of. I recol- 
lect well the substance of what occurred ia the interview. I re- 
ceived Mr. Le Couteuls as I would any other gentleman, if not 
cordially, at least courteously. He never told me that he had 
been on a mission, to Cardinal Fomari, with a view to have my 
administration impeached or amended. But after the ordinary 
ooramon-place, he proceeded to express his desire that the difficul- 
ties in Buffalo might be brought to aji end. I may here observe 
that, pending those difficulties, I had determined to Iiave no 
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quarrel or controvoray wltli tlie recusant lay Catholiea of St. 
Louis's Gliurcli. And ns tho Tiest means of carrying ont that de- 
termioatioa, I had inade it 3 rule to have no conversation with 
any irreaponsihle individual or solitary member of tliat congrega- 
tion. When Mr. Le Couteuls, therefore, touched on the subject, 
I signified to him, in language as polite as the occasion would 
permit, that it was a subject on whicli I did not allow myself to 
converse with anynnanthoriaed member of St.Louis's Church, and 
gave the conversation another turn, by asking what kind of a pas- 
sage he had had, aad whether the weather had been fine during 
the voyage. He says now that he sent a faithful account, on the 
following day, of wliat took place; and since this is the amount 
of what really did take place, Cardinal Eornari must have found 
his letter exceedingly interesting. 

However, Mr. Le Oouteuls seems to haye been under some 
strange hallucination; for he asserts that my Episcopal viaita- 
tioB to Buffelo was jnst about two months after ho had dispat-ohecl 
hia letter, and corresponded to a nicety with the time when I 
should have had a letter from Cardinal Fornari in answer to hia. 
Now such reckoning as to time was fair enough. But the halla- 
cination to which I refer consists in M.i. Lo Couteuls's supposing 
that my visit to Buffalo was in consequeace of the Munoio's ad- 
monition ; and as proof of this, he says that I went to Buffalo and 
settled every thing with the Trustees upon the publication of a 
card, stowing that " you (Bishop Hughes) was right, and they 
(the Trustees) wi-ong." Mr. Le Oouteuli knows that as beuame my 
duty, I visited the different congregations of the diocese — that the 
Catholics of Buffalo were entitled to that visit; and tbat a,s 
to the soMsmatical Trustees of St. Louis's Church, and their ad- 
herents, they were no longer numbered among my flock, except as 
wayward, seif-wiUed, and erring brethren. I neither sought them 
out nor spoke of them. And I may say now ttat as the difficulty 
then stood, their chui-oh would have crumbled into dust, brick by 
brick, before I should have consented to give them a Priest, or do 
any other act which should recognize the prineiple of their stupid 
e to episcopal authority. I did not address myself to 
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the Trustees. They, in laugoage more thin aufliciently humble 
aad respectful, addressed themselves to me beugmg that I would 
admit them to an.interview. This IdoGlmed peiemptorily, except- 
ing on condition of their preparednesB to come back to the start- 
ing point of tiieir sohiam, and to acknowledge thi,mselve3 ■wrong 
iaall their suhsequent coarse. Still, pooi Mi Le Couteuls seems 
to have imagined ttat, because it was just twJ mmths from the 
time he wrote a letter to Cardinal Eornari, I must have received 
from that illustrious Prelate an admonition to proceed to Buffalo 
and malre my peace with the Tmatees oa the best tenna possible. 
In dealing with auch a letter as the one I am now replying to, it 
is difficult for eYen pity to triumph over impatience. 

It is hardly worth while to be sorry at the ungenerous attack 
which Mr. Le Couteulx makes on the zealous and amiable Rev. 
Mr. Pax, the real builder of St. Louis's Ohm-oh, Buffalo ; for al- 
though he could not have built it out of his own funds,, yet he 
wore himself down in toiling to obtain subscriptions for its erec- 
tion. Kor would he have ever undertaken auch a task, if ho had 
not been assured by the venerable Bishop Dubois, that in hia 
mission in Buffalo he would not be under the government of lay 
Trustees. This assurance was made inasmuch as the respected 
and venerable father of Mr. Le Couteuls had given a deed of the 
property on which the churoh now atands, to tho late Bishop 
Dubois, not dreaming that a number of laymen should, in tho 
mean time, get themselves surreptitiously recogniEed as Trustees 
of the same. Their treatment of the E.ev. Mr. Pas may be best 
ascertained from the letters he wrote to me complaining of their 
conduct, and giving facts and dates regarding what happened. I 
continued to encourage him, beg^ng of him to bear every thing 
for the sake of the poor people, assuring him of what was the 
fact, that if he left them, I had no German clergyman to put in 
his place. . This, however, was long previous to tbo schism, inau- 
gurated by Mr. Le Coutenls: and his colleagues. Even that 
schism, however, did not autliorize me as I thought to remove 
him ; but ■when annoyances, and these arising from the reboilioua 
portion of bis own flock, as was suppo-sed oven by the Buffalo 
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editois at the time, leaclicd a point of endangeim^ his life, such 
as the bulling of laige paving '^triEes thiough his winclows in the 
daikneas of night, I could not m oonscicnc« iet[uiro him to ooa- 
tmuo longer Mi Le Gouteulx says that he earned away with 
him S6,000, which Mr Le Couteulx de^crihes as " a pretty fair 
compensation for ao short a time of martyidom " Mr. Le Cou- 
teulx mwst paidon me it I say candidly, that, although it may be 
true, yet I cannot believe this statement. Will he be pleased to 
make liiiowa his authority that Mr. Pas carried away $6,000 ! 
When he shall have stated the authority on which he makes this 
announcement, I shall take the liberty of examining it, and I 
have no doubt it will prove as hollow as that on which ho has 
made other statements. Mr. Le Gouteulz concludes that in his 
opinion the great majority of Catholics in this country will re- 
joice if Hon. Senator Putnam's bill beoomes a law. Now, as to 
the rejoicing of the Catholics, or a majority of them, that is a 
matter entirely extraneons from the subject in hand. One thing 
is certaiu — that neither the great majority, nor the great minor- 
ity of Catholics in this country, wili ever select Mr, Wra, B. 
Le Oouteuls as their spokesman. If they wish the aid of civil 
legislation in regulating the ecclesiastical matters of their Church, 
they wili make known their desire and express their wants in the 
language of respect and tnithfulnesa whieh it becomes those who 
approach tJio Legislature of the State to employ. In the moan 
time, they feel wounded to think that whereas they had not 
made any ' complaint to the Legislature, that honorable body 
should feel itself warranted to thrust upon them a oode of disci- 
pline whieh they do not desire, which has been founded on the 
misrepresentation of the Trustees of St. Louis's Church, Buffalo, 
and sustained by the illiberal anti-Catholic feeling which now ao 
Tinhappily prevails tliroughoiit the State. 

Finally, if Mr, Wm. B, Le Oouteulx is now plaoed in a con- 
dition by no means flattering to his own estimate of his eharaeter, 
as possessing " a pure conscience « « * * * and a reputation 
which he h!is acijuired by the rectitude of his conduct, his man- 
ners, and his kind and upright disposition," ho must hold him- 
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self, not me, responsible for tLe result. For the last twelve or 
tbii'teen jears lie and his colleagues haye lost bo opportunitj of 
assailing me, assailing the Bishop of JBuffalo, assailing the Pre- 
lates of the United States, sometimes directly, sometimes indi- 
rectly, by frecLuent, injurious statements, utterly unfounded in 
truth. This is tlie day of reckoning wLich lie and Iiis eolleagues 
have brought upon themselves by the unwarrantable allegation 
of tbeir petition to the Legislature. Having remained almost 
silent under suoh obloquy for these many years past, and having 
BOW at length taken my pen in hand, I wish Mr. Le Couteulx 
and his coUeagues to bring out all they have to eaj, and I pledge 
myself, founding that pledge on the omnipotence and infallibility 
of truth, to continue from document to document to oppress 
tbem with its crushing weight. 

1^ J Oim, Archbishop of New York 
Hew Toek, April 1, 1855. 
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To the E.IOHT Keveeenb Johk Hughes, Catholic Bishop oj 
New Ywk: 

BufPiLO, Saturday, April 14, 1855. 

Eight Eeveuend Sir : Your declming to have any direct 
uoutroversy witb, me, and jour reply to my letter of tte 5th iust. 
containing hardly any thing but daaials and ssircasms in had 
taate, indunea me not to notice your said reply any further than 
by what follows : That in my opinion, denials against denials be- 
ing no proofs, would amount to a most miserable pen war, te- 
dious to the public, and lUrely to augment that scandal for onr 
holy religion of which you complain, although the sole author of 
it by your first publications. If, after your getting a little more 
cool about the adoption of the law upon the tenure of Chiirch 
Property (which hy-the-by is only to be attributed to yourself 
and a few Bishops), you can bring your mind to address me "in 
that polite language which a French gentleman knows so well 
how to employ," you wUl find me always ready to answer you, 
otherwise not. 

Permit me once more to subscribe myself, Bight Kevercnd 
Sir, respectfully your obedient acryant, 

W. B. LK COUTEULX 
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AECHBTSHOP HUGHES IH EKVIEW OF 
SENATOR BKOOKS'S SPEECH. 

To the Sdiior of the Conner aad Mnquirer : 

Wlien an individual wJio neyer expected miicb. from the favors 
of fortuue, finds himself unespectediy aad all at once the pro- 
prietor of immense wealtb, it is, I ti-uat, not un'oecoming in 
him to expend a portion of it in promoting the weHare of his 
countrymen by multiplying the opportunities for acquiring know- 
ledge. Neither should feelings of gratitude he altogether disre- 
garded ia such expenditure ; and as I am mainly indehted to the 
Hob. Brastus Brooks for the immense fortune which I now pos- 
sess, I hope his modesty will permit him to share with me in the 
immortality which will t^ult to its founder from the magnificence' 
and perpetuity of the monument, " <m-a ^errenius," which is to 
commemorate my princely fortune and his sagacity in finding out 
its existence. In a speech delivered by Mr. Senator Brooks he- 
fore that branch of oui- Legislatui-e which has heen so enlightened 
by the flashing evidences of his erudition, and encouraged to 
habits of industry by his painstaking search after the titles of 
property vested in me, he has made known that my property in 
the city of New York alone is not much short of five millions of 
dollars. His colleagues must have been aa much edified aa I 
have been surprised at this announcement. Still it appears that 
Mr. Senator Brooks, like an honorable man, who would not. de- 
ceive, furnished evidences &om the records of property in New 
York to sustain his senatorial statement; for towards the close 
of his speech he has inserted iu brackets the following words : 

" To those who were curious in such matters, Mr. Brooks ex- 
hibited to the Senate the number, book, and page of those sev- 
eral entries in the city (jf New York in behalf of John Hughes." 
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So it seems certain, oa tio testimony of Mr. Brooks, that my 
property iu this city alone ia not mucli sliort of five millions oE 
dollars. Out of tlie oity it stoulcl he proportionably great, but 
of its exteat Mr. Brooks has not given us any information. Like 
a strictly conscientious man, he testifies only to what he knows. 
The amount in his estimate would he five milHona ; but in order 
to avoid the possibility of error he leaves a little margin, and de- 
clares it not much short of that amount. The paper called the 
Presbyterian sets it down at twenty-fire millions of dollars, and I 
know not by what right Mr. Brooks should have diminished the 
amount of my property by striking out the surplus twenty mil- 
lions so generously assigned me by the Presbyterian. The rea- 
son may be that the Presbyterian ia not a Senator, and therefore 
(though I do not admit the validity of the reason) less boimd to 
be truthful in its statements and accurate in its arithmetic than 
an honorable Senator. Besides, the Presbyterian being a reli- 
gious paper, allowance must be made for its benevolent exagge- 
rations, and its efforts to -be liberal in dealing with persons of an- 
other creed. It seems, then, that I must bid good-bye to the 
twenty millions, and satisfy myself with what Mr. Broois allows, 
— property not much short of five. Let us state it at four mil- 
lions. And now I have a proposition to make to Mr. Brooks, 
which wUI be interesting to him and our fellow-citizens at large. 
In order to avoid being reduced'to want in my old age, I propose 
to set apart one-half of this amount, and to secure it out of tho 
estate, as a reasonable provision against what ia commonly called 
a " rainy day." I skaH reserve to myself the right of expending 
tiie other two millions for the public good, according to my own 
sense of what is likely to be most beneficial. 

Much has been already done for the diffusioa of knowledge ; 
but the perusal of Mr. Brooks's speech and of other kindred doou- 
ments, satisfies me that more is still needed. I propose, there- 
fore, to found a Public Library for tlio use, not of any one pro- 
fession or cla^ of men, but for all mankind. I think that with 
the surplus two inillionB which Mr. Brooks has allowed me, I 
shall be enabled to ereot a suitable building; and I propose to 
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furnish it with the best editions of hooks that i,an he founii m 
Europe or America, to the numhei of five hundreii thonsind vo 
lumes. Aocording to a rough estimate htlf % million would he 
sufficient to put up the building a m Uion to famish the books 
and anolh.er half million to be funded so thit the annual interest 
may be sufficient to meet cwrent espensts — t-nch as libraiians 
salaries, gas lights, provision of Croton water, tahles, and the 
conveDiences for writing out any extract wiiich visitors may think 
proper to make. It Is to be open to natives and foreigners, Ca- 
tholics and Protestants, Jews and flentiles ; In short, a really pub- 
lic. libraiy, worthy of this immense city. And as an evidence of 
jny gratitude t-o oar honorable Senator, to whom I am indebted 
for the discoveiy of my immense rlobes, I would haye It called — 
that is, if the geatleman's modesty, will permit me — the Erastua 
Brooks Library. This designation should he engraved, in large 
and ^ded letters over its marble portals, and I am sure the 
honorable gentleman will consent to have the apartment to be 
allotted as the receptacle of carious pamphlets enriched by a copy 
of his epeeeh, pronounced In the Senate at Albany on the 6th of 
March, 1855. Thus posterity will know from the outside of the 
building not only to whom they are indebted for so important a 
public institution, hat also, from an investigation of its more pre- 
cious treasures of literature within, what manner of man their 
benefactor was. 

I foresee that there maybe a difficulty about the location of 
the edifice; but without waiting for the formalities which have 
to he gone through as regards other particulars, we cau settle 
■ this question immediately. Mr. Brooks, as a geutleman of 
veracity, assured the Senate of New York, after having ex- 
amiaed my property, that "some of the parcels cover whole 
squares of land, and nearly all of them are of great value." 
ITow thif is an extraordinary discovery, and if It had not been 
asserted i>n the veracity of aa honorable Senator, I could not 
have believed It. I do not know where any of these squares 
of land are situated; but, of course, Mr, Brooks knows, and I 
pledge myself to give him a deed of any one of them he may 
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olioose to select, proTided he can only fipd it out — wlaicb is mote 
tl in I tin do This I am. icily to do to-mon-ow, even thouglt 
it hiild LB r ach a that y itnii of my estate which I would 
icaeive foi pin money Ml E ooka has stated that, within 
inclve yeais fifty eight entiiea of aa many distinct parcels of 
jrcptrty wete mide m my favoi N w this is more than I am 
iwiie of for m fact I nevei counted aucli entries. So, also, 
IT th regard lo the whole squares of land of which I am the 
owner if Mi Brooks his not made a statement at variance with 
tiuth I am not awaie of such ownership. I do not know 
where those squares of lind -ire situated. But, of course, Mr. 
Bro ks knows — otheiwise he woull not have made the assertion. 
It IB possible thit some peisons hive made over to me squares 
f liud w thout g vmg iny intimitinn of the fact, and I should 
be muoli otli^cd to Mi Eioilsif he would take the pains to 
(, nsult documeaio in tlie Ki.gi''ti.i s office onoe more, and let 
me Lnow where those s jutrbS of land are. But there are some 
thm^b which Mr Brooi.^ his stated with regard to my property 
"vl ich I know to be mooiieet and unfounded in truth. He says, 
fir instance that in the Pegistei s office there are numerous 
transfers from trustees to me Now this statement I Itaow to 
I c untrue inasmuch as I have never received or accepted any 
tiansfer ol any jrojejty whatever fr im trustees. In this par- 
ticular at least Mr Brooks albwed himself to he deceived, and 
contributed his share tow^rl? the deception of his fellow Senar 
tors and the public. But with regard to the whole squares of 
Sand which, he says, are mine, I hereby authorize him to sell any 
one of them at his option, for cash, pledging myself, as I do 
hereby, to give to the pni-ohaser such deed as I possess of the 
same. 

You may suppose, gentlemen, that all this is written in play- 
fulness. Sow, whether or not will depend on the truth of Mr. 
Brooks's statements, made in the Senate ot New \ k on the 
6th of March. If Mr. Brooks was in ea nest am I If Mr. 
Brooks, on a matter of fact, spoke the t utl tik ng h s assertiou 
as the ground of ray hypothesis, I speak tht tr th 1 , If mj 
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property is not mucli^^ort of five iniilions, as Mr. Brooks as- 
serted, I pledge iQjself solemnly that there is ao jest as to the 
project of the new Library. But, if on the other hand, Mr. 
Brooks did aot speak the truth in the statements which he made, 
the worse for posterity, and the worsa for him. The matter 
is reduced at present to a question of veracity, and it is for Mr. 
Brooks to prove bis assertion, or occupy the positioa which his 
failure to do so has in reserve for him. 
. In sober seriousness, however, is it not melancholy to witness 
the multitudinous and mendacious charges which are made from 
day to day against Catholics as a body, and against individnals 
professing their religion ? If there be an intention among tho 
public men of this country to disfranchise Oatliolics, to abridge 
them of their rights, in the name of all that is honorable, I 
would say let it be done by a manly and noble declaration to 
that effect. If Protestantism cannot thrive in this country un- 
less it have some one or more denominations to degrade and 
trample upon, as in Groat Britain and Ireland, let it speak out 
candidly and make Imown the fact. If defamation in aggregate 
and in deti^l oafl accomplish it, the Oatholiea of this country 
will soon be degraded enough in the minds of their fellow- 
citizens. Bat even of this we should not have so much reason 
to oomplaia if th ju p w 1 Ij w d tt t il 

parties would hav f Itmly Iftlthllb 

done, I have nohttnnth mylft jht 

iar as Catholics a d mm t n will t 

dead stand, and em gi t n will p 1 bly 

It is exceed gly p nful f m t 1 * PI ^^ 

public press in t t t r f th k d but f tl 

trusteeaof St. Lo Lh h nd n n h n bl 8 t 

accuse me of act wh I w ul 1 1 d h n U and n d 
lionest, if they w t h I n t i^ht t n t n y luty 
both to myself a 1 th wh t k a y nt t in my jnt 
tion, to hurl ba k tt f 1 t n tl f f th 

authors ?IfM Bkdtlnkh t 

me by name whi ] I k w t b f I 1 I n t ht t 
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defend myielf ind to dan unce tliem i'' nnreliablt and false 
witcebses ' If n t I Iuve ^tudiel tie ei,nse of justice and fan 
plavly which Ameiicaa ae letu'itei i very iittle piipst 
It I hive no right to defend myself when issaiied pcisonally 
and by name hy any man against the accusation then I hive 
etudipd the iight-j ot anAmeiican eitiaea ind the geniua ff 
American institution? to veiy little purpo'se indeed I lespeot 
the dignity of i Senator lut when an ndivilu"! who is m 
Tested with that dignity tiiicswitli it it my expense I claim 
the light to hold him r spDnsiHe £ui the aecuiioy of his 
Btatementg 

Foi these reisons I lenuest IIi JGiiiiua Bino! s with all 
the leapect that la due to him to meet the issue of ven&ity 
hetween him and me and either to piove his 'titementn or to 
retiaot tliem uador the impul e of those hi^h piinwiles which 
cjnst tute an h nhle m*in whcthei he he a Sonitoi oi not 
Ja JOHN Ui,hhishcp A New i rk 



SENATOR BROOKS TO AECEBKHOP HUGHES. 

To the Editor of the Mbvi York Daily Times : 

From the pressure of ofS.cial duties at Albany, up to a late 
hour on Saturday evening, I have only this moment heea able to 
give a full perusal to the letter signed, " ^ John, Archbishop of 
New York," in reply to a speech of mine, delivered in the Senate 
on the 6th of March last. I write now, not to answer the ques- 
tion of veracity between the Archbishop and myself, and not to 
comment upon the peculiar temper and language of the Arch- 
bishop's epistle — but to say that I shall aooept and demand, in 
behalf of the city and the public, and in perfect good faith— if 
the promise was made in good faith — the offer of that public 
library, which is tendered in my name, " not for the use of any 
one profession or class of men but for all mankind." 
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As a condition o£ tHs pleclge, I am to sliow ttat Arcliliialiop 
Hnghea is, or was, on the 6tli of March last, the owner, in his 
own uame, and in this city, of a large amount of rea.1 estate ; and 
to show, also, that this property is, or was upon the record, 
legally his own, to dispose of by assignment, by will, or other- 
wise, as ha may or might direct. 

I assume, notwithstanding the reasons for believing otiierwiso, 
that in making his offer the Archbishop does not mean to con- 
ceal the truth, omit the truth, or to resort to any sutterfuge 
whateTer. I assume, too, tliat lie agrees with me that the trua 
deflaitioa of a lie is an " intention to deceive," and that he also 
agrees with the moralist, William Paley, who lays it down as an 
asiom, that one may state ninety-nine facts, and yet not utter 
the whole truth, because one truth added would change the basis 
of the ninety-nine facts. 

On this presumption I shall maintain, at my earliest leisure, 
the spii'it, substance, and reality of all that was asserted by me 
in the speech now iu controversy upon the subject of Church 
Property in this city. And in order that this tjuestion may be 
met fairly, at the start, and in order that the city of New York 
may be put in possession of the promised public library, I pro- 
pose, preliminary to all public controversy, that one arbiter shall 
be named by Archbishop Hughes, one by myself, and that the 
two thus selected shall jointly elect a third, whose duty it shall 
be to decide, not merely whether I have stated the truth, or 
v/hether Archbishop Hughes has equivocated or omitted the 
truth, but also the claim of New Yort city to that public 
library, in wb&h I shall hereafter feel so deep au interest. I 
am ready for the arbitration, and shall be ready with my facts. 
Very respectfully, 

ERASTUS BROOKS. 
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To the JUiMtor of t}ie New Torh Freeman's Journal : — 

lu the Albany State Itegistej- thsm is a long editorial article, 
Jieaded "Another Btdlfrom theVatican," purporting to be a re- 
yiew of certain phrases in my letter addressed to jour Journai, 
and published on the 3 1 st ult. In this the editor of the Register 
gives loose rein to the indulgence of strong bigotry, in language 
hardly ren a kal le f ■ any thing else than its prosinoss and imbe- 
eilitj 

A newspaper a made up of old rags, transformed into adapta- 
tion for it? e It receives any impression, true or false, en- 
lightenel o st p d whiet type have been arranged to impress 
upon ts s rface I can have no direct controversy with a news- 
pape — ibstrictedly from its editor. The editor of the Albany 
Stat Re ister s I peroeive, a Mr. 8. H. Hammond, a highly re- 
spectable man no doubt, but apparently very credulous, and cer- 
tainly moat maoeurate in liis statements. Mr. Hammond must 
have seen my letter in which I denied the truth of the atatement 
made in the petition of the Trustees in Buffalo, to the effect that 
I had attempted to compel them to make over the title of their 
church to me. He must tave seen that the correctness of my 
atatement was admitted by Mr. "Wm. B. Le Oouteuls, one of 
tlie signers to the petition, and, as a consecjiienoe, he must have 
seen the falsehood of the charge above referred to. And yet Mr. 
Hammond does not beaitate to repeat his calumny, as if it had 
not been denied, and the truth of the denial admitted by one of 
tlie parties signing the petition. How ia this to be accounted 
for ! It is for Mr. Hammond' to answer the question. But not 
only doea he repeat this refnted calumny, but he enlarges on it 
as if it were true ! How is this to be accounted for ? I leave 
Mr. Hammond to answer. I aliall not go over the ground again. 
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Bat Mr. Hammond haa insinuated other charges, to which I 
thint it proper that I should maka a suitable reply. Ho does not 
state those charges in specifle language. He assumes them as mat- 
ters not to he called jntp question. He passes from the Catholic 
individual to the Catholio system, and betrays unmistakable evi- 
dences tliat, whether artificially or naturally, he is under the ia- 
iueiice of an anti-Popery mania. Speaking of the Catholic Church 
and its members in this country, he uses the following language : 

"Were the evils of this system confined only to spiritual matters we 
ahoiild have nothing to say. But tliey reacii far beyond this. This 
des|>oti3m seeks a control beyond the mere pala of the Obnroh. It 
has become ambitions of civil power. It banfls its subjects togethei'. 
and marches them into the arena of polities. It grreps at the oijntrot 
of the poUtioal action of the government, and straggles to direct its 
policy. It^favora oUiancea with political ambition, and joins hands 
■with the demagogues of party, "when Governor Seward said "Bish- 
op Hnghes is my friend — I honor, respect and confide in him," he 
■was speaking of a pohliotd friend and associate; a confederate inse- 
cnring political influence, a supporter in the exercise of political pow- 
er. With Bishop Hughes he took the long fine of descending Priest- 
hood, and the fettered and houud masses of the Catholic people. 

Mr. Hammond is evidently n credulous man. There was a 
period, when the old-womanism of Protestant London entered 
into a judical investigation of a reported conspiracy of the Papists, 
the conspiracy being no more nor less than a plot on the part of 
the emissaries of Borne to blow up the river Thames, and drown 
the loyal city of London. If Mr. Hammond had been an editor 
at the time and place ■when and where this occuiTed, tho circwm- 
stanoea around him, and tho credulous character of his mind, 
would have been more iu harmony with each other than they are 
at present If Mr. Hammond knows any fact to prove that the 
Catholic religion bands ite subjects together, and marches them 
into the arena of polities, he owes it to himself and his country 
to furnish the. evidences. If he knows no snch facts, then he is 
bearing false ■witness against his neighbor. If ho knows any 
facts going to prove that the Catholio religion or its professors, as 
snoh, struggle to direct the policy of this country, he is hardly 
less than a traitor, if he conceals the proofs of so dangerous a 
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proceeding. If the Catholic religion forms alliances with political 
ambition, and joins hands with the demagogues of party, Mr, 
Haiamoad ia more guilty than those he accuses, if he conceals 
the facta which would substantiate his assertion. ■ If, as he says, 
Governor Seward did me the honor to call me his friend, and to 
say that he respected aad confided in me, it ia more than I ever 
knew or heai-d before ; — ^hut as to the confidence reposed in me. 
Governor Seward would not have been disappointed, Mr. Ham- 
mond says that Governor Seward was then speaking of a political 
friend and associate, and I can assure him that in tiiis statement, 
he lias forsaken the path of truth. This I know of my own 
knowledge, I am not a political friend and associate of Governor 
Soward ; I never was, I am not his confederate in securing po- 
litical influence. I am not his supporter in the exercise of politi- 
cal power. And yet I am proud to call hini my friend, in the 
only relation that ever existed between us, which has been one o£ 
mere social, and, to me, pleasant intercourse. If the people of 
the United States should tiink proper to confer on him the high- 
est honor io their gift, I shall not heave a sigh or shed a tear at 
their choice. But no vote of mine shall aid him. In this, as in 
all his public acts, he is in the hands of his countrymen, and I 
am welt dispensed from the necessity of either approving or coa- 
dcmning bis principles or bis conduct. And since this topic has 
been brought up again, I will say this, that so far from bis being 
a gainer by his friendship towards me, which I highly esteem, he 
would have been buried under the obIoc[uy wbicb open enemies 
and deceitful friends have vied with each other in heaping upon 
him in connection with my name, if he had not been proof against 
calumny. The long ordeal through which ho passed under the 
calumnious impntations of intrigues with Catholics and foreigners, 
and his emerging from it with a brighter name than before, is a 
proof that he needs no individual support, that his is intrinsical- 
ly the sterling metal of a true man. But he can propel his own 
bark, as he has hitherto done, without any aid from me or from 
Catholics. 

I will state for the information of BIr. Hammond, who is 
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probaMj too youDg to romembei' the period when it was necesaorj 
for me to state it before, in the face of several editors of New 
York city and New Xork State, thai in all my life I never voted 
hut once ; and ia all my life I sever advised, puhlicly or pri- 
vately, any one as to how he Bhould vote, except once also. That 
was Tinder very peculiar circumstances. The Oatholics of New 
York city were endeavoring to relieve themselves from the in- 
jorious eon sequences of a system of ediioatiou for the support of 
which they had to pay taxes, and the administration and superin- 
tendence of which were a monopoly in the hands of a close cor- 
poration, known as the Public School Society. At first the 
Catholioa were opposed to me in seeking a change which has 
since resulted very beneficially to the cause of education. Nost, 
the whole Protestant commauity were opposed, and sounded the 
alarm of the dangers of Popery, in a manner just as silly, and 
just as little true, as the present trumpet notes of the Albany 
Slate Hegister. Finally, the truth made its way, the chanj^e 
took place, the facilities for education have been multiplied on 
every side. The Public School Society is gone, and no peisua- 
sion could induce either Catbclics or Protestants to retain to 
theii old system. To effect the change we had to appeal by pe- 
tition to the proper authorities ; first, to the Common Ocuncil, 
where our petition was denied ; f t th L It f the 

State, where the change took pla — t p ly w could 

have desired, but as the Legislat th ght \ p to m ke it. 
Mr. Hammond will be pleased t tl p t 1-w t of the 
fact I am now about to mention, th t th f w d y i evious 
to the election, the Public School S ty by th g t waited 
on the candidates for the Legislature and required a pledge from 
them, from those of one party as well as those of another, to re- 
fuse the petition for a change in the system of Education, in the 
event of their being eleoted. This was too much. It was secret. 
It was insidious. It left the Catholics to vote for one party or 
the Other, concealing from them that no matter which party they 
vofed for, or which oandidate, they were elevating into power 
men who had prejudged their cause, and had bound themselves to 
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rnjeet even n coiisideratioQ of its merits. In a meeting whioli 
tliey had called in fuftlierance of their appeal to the Legislature, 
this discovery of the imwftrthy trick to deprive them beforeliand 
even of the right of a hearing, was communicated to me, and on 
that occasion I urged them, with all the zeal ancl earnestness I 
was capable of, to refuse their vote to any man, of any party, who 
had accepted the degrading pledge that if elected he would refuse 
them even the chance of obtaining justice. If this was meddling 
with polities, then I did meddle once, but I have never regretted 
it. On the coDtrary, there is nothing in my life, apart from my 
saured ministry, to which I look back with so much satisfaction 
as to the course I pursued on that occasion. And if by a secret 
combination among those to be elected ~bj their votes, there 
!ihould be an attempt to deny them the fair right of petitioning 
the Legislature aa other citizens have a right to do, or to deny 
the prayer of that petition, however just it might appearin the eyes 
of an impartial Legislature, I feci that I am yet American citizen 
enough to do again what I did on that occasion. I did not call 
it meddling in politics, but only an interference to break up aa 
unworthy combination formed with the view to deny one portion, 
of the people rights to which all are equally entitled. 

But in no other case have I ever aided or abetted, or been in 
connection with any political party, or any individual of any 
party, since the world began. On the contrary, when I was ap- 
pointed to take chai'ge of this Diooese, I prescribed for its numei-- 
ous clergy, as a rule of conduct, to abstain from all interference 
in politics. I did not deny them the right to vote as other citi- 
zens merely in cocsequouce of their being clergymen. That right 
I believe they have seldom if at all eseroised. I myself have 
not eseroifeed it. I have ever considered that the most appropri- 
ate position for a clergyman, whether Catholic or Protestant, to 
occupy in the midst of political struggles, is one, if riot of abso- 
lute neutrality, at least of abstinence from all partisanship. 
There are few congregations in which the members are not di- 
vided iu their political opinions, and the Catholic clergymen who 
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would take sides on sueli occasions would be sure to impair the 
Tiaefulneaa of his own mioistiy. 

How, thoD, can Mr. Hammond of tl^ Albany State Register 
call me a political friend and associate of Governor Seward, or of 
any other man ? la Mr. Hammond at liberty, in yiolation of a 
precept of the deoalogne, to bear false witness against his neigh- 
bor? I defy all men liriag to point out an act in my life in 
which I have beea connected with any political party, any politi- 
cal caucus, any political individual in the United States or elae- 
wheie How then, can Mr. Hammond give circulation to a 
statement which he knows to be injurious to me, and which is at 
vaiianee with tiuth? I tell him the Catholics, as such, have no 
politics. They are free to vote oa all occasions just like their 
fellow citiaeus, that is, as each man chooses. Let them be as free 
oa this subject ^s Mr Hammond himself. If they err, they are 
in the company of immense majorities of Americans and Protes- 
tants, If they do not err in their prefereuoe or ia their party, 
so much the better for the country. But whether they err or not, 
they act with largo portions of their fellow countrymen. 

It is evident that Blr. Hammond is one of the oracles of a 
new political organization, which hopes to rise into power by de- 
pressing Catholics. For myself, I have no great objection to see 
that party come into power, because once having power in tlieir 
hanils, I think the true American would revive in their breasts, 
and they would administer it generally just as if thoy were called 
by one of the old party names. But I regret that they think it 
expedient to degrade and depress Catholics aa a means to their 
suceess. And I am utterly at a loss to understand how a Legis- 
lature which evinced so much political virtue and patriotism as 
was exhibited in the election of Hr. Seward to the Senate, could 
have found itself capable of passing the anti-CathoHc Church 
Property Bill, but too well calculated to intensify and perpetuate 
a bitter memory in regard to the influences by which that bill was 
passed. The Catholics had not asked for such a bill, they did 
not need it. It was forced upon them under false assertions. 
It was intended for them alono. It is an act of partial legislation. 
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Tliey will no doubt submit to it in so far as they ai-e bouud to 
do, but tEey are not likely to bo voluntary parties to its 
execution. 

la conclusion, I request Mr. Hammond, as a partic«la,r favor, 
eitJier to prove tliat I am a political partisan, a meddler in poli- 
tics, &e., &c,, or else to withdraw so unfounded a, charge. I 
think in doing the ona or tbe other, he will render equally a ser- 
vice to the public and to the undersigned. 

E|a JOHN, Aroiiiiihiiop of New Yojik, 

New Yoiai, April Vlth, lSo5. 



AECHBISIIOP HUGHES' SECOKD LKCTEE, 
To the MdUoT of the Men, York Freeman's Jburnal:— 

Truth ia a great thing. There would be no obanco for the 

proteotioa of innocence or of righteousness without it. Mr. 

Brooke feels this tlie force of truth a^ if it were his enemy and 

1 1 b t tl t t phil phy f J h m t by 

hlgwy ddfmtpj h wthtwtg 

tltltbltwhhhtl dhp d 

h g Ity f f 1 h 1 Itisth tint phi jhy 

h Ii I mpt th f un t 11 d p wh a 1 has 

mmttT ddtfti 1 g thfUwm to 

■n fy t th w 11 as t hun If th t d t t n 

tl b tw milt dmud b f b t 1 

h AdMEk htgthp hm 

1 L th d mg t th th d t b t p 

p hgbg ttb t m df by 

th 1 1 tl t f 1 ly It g f 

ttd Btwhl pktMBk n 

Ipdtolm pttbhw ythglt 

1 , Ij j^ "^ hy f h 1 Id 1 t p te Ji d f by 

drawing a distinction between falsehood ignorantly uttered, and 

deliberate mendacity? Nobody can answer these questions es- 
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eept Mr. Brooka himself. And if Mr. Brooks tad not contriTed 

t pi h m If th d I t b! p f vih. hh 

p li m t y 1 t Ij g w Id h h Ik th p 

Hw StBk dgtthjtp ]1 t 

A gl S ] I i t tl d t th I fit f II 
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tt f 1 h 1 ] J d 1 t my p tat b i h 

1 1 th 6tb M h 1 p f 1 11 °u 
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pm Th t jiBtllplg MB k baa 

thdtmtlkft tl Itteftb w Hb 
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In that speech Mr. Brooks stated that I was the owner of 
real estate to the amount of something little short of five million 
of dollars. This was xintrue, and La order lii ezhibit its author 
to the public just as he is. I pledged iiiyself splemnly, that after 
deducting two millions' worth from my supposed enormous estate, 
I should appropriate the balance to the erection of a library, if 
Senator Brooks could point out where the property was. This 
was the first falsehood (Mr. Brooke mast pardon me for using 
the plain term)- which I pointed out in bis speech. Senatoir 
Brooks stated in bis place that some of my real estate" consisted 
of whole squares. The Senator did not state bow many, and his 
colleagues, if they believed him. at all, may have inferred that 
these whole squarea amounted to fifteen or twenty — at all events, 
they could not be less than two. This was the second falsehood 
pointed out and charged on Mr. Brooks, as ha-ying been uttered 
in his speech of the 6th of March. The third was, that many of 
the conveyanOES of real estate to me were made by Trustees. 
Now, I state that any one who asserts either of these three 
statements, asserts a gross, and towards me, an iDJurious false- 
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Senator Biooks tbrnks Le has discovered a way of twisting 
out of the awkward position into which he rushed with eyes open 
and malice prepeuf.e He proposes an arbitration, forsooth. He 
will appoint one, I may appoint another, and these two shall 
jDiatly elect a tluid, whose duty it shall he to decide whether he 
has stated the truth, or whether Archbishop Hughes has equivo- 
I ited 01 omitted the truth Gectie Senator Brooks! With 
what a show of arflessncs he attempts to evade the direct issue 
ot veracity involved in the controversy, I know, of my own 
knowledge that m the three statements ahove referred to, Sena- 
tjr Brooks La's takon as great a liberty with truth as if he had 
said thit two and two make seven. 

Arbitration is unnecessary If I am the owner of whole eqwares 
of ground, Mr Brookb can show from the records of the city, or 
indicate for physical inspection where they are. If he fails to do 
this, while his proofs, if he has any, are so undeniable, and so 
witliin his reach, then the pnhlie will Dot fail to perceive, that 
Mr. Brooks in his place as Senator has made a statement which 
is false, and was intended to be injurious. So if I received any 
conveyance of property from Trustees, the records cited by Mr. 
Brooks in the Senate will bear him out. If he fail to produce 
those records, then the public will perceive that his statement is 
a falsehood, and will not be slow in coming to the conclusion that 
Senator Brooks is — what he is. 

It is, I own, Lurailiating for me to have to write thus of any 
of my fellow- citizens, especially with ono who has been honored 
with a confidence large enough to depute him to the Senate of 
the State. But I have been assailed by so many calumnies from 
various sources that a test like the present, brought forth in plain 
and direct language, may be taken as a sample of the power and 
the advantages which a man cherishing a love of truth, or honor, 
and of rectitude, will possess over a whole army of such accusers 
as Mr. Senator Brooks, He cannot prove his statements, and 
the reason is, because they are untrue. Will it not be better for 
bira, then, to pay homage to truth by acknowledging that he had 
i himself and contributed to the deception of others? 
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Mr, Wm. B. Le Gouteuls comes out witli a little cfud very 
muuh in tlie vein of that instinctive philosopliy of poor liuniaa 
nature of whict Senator Brooks has given so naive a specimen. 
Mr. Le Couteuls thinks that " denials against denials being no 
proofs, would amount to a miserable pen war." Mr. Le Oouteuls 
miaropresents the state of the question. It is not denials against 
denials. I stated that the assertion in Mr. Le Couteuls's peti- 
tion, namely, that " Bishop Hughes attempted to compel the 
Trustees to convey the title of this church property to him," 
was a falsehood. Now, Mr. Le Oouteuls did not deny, hut ac- 
knowledged this in writing, eonseciuently he is my witness, al- 
though his testimony is superfluous, to prove that it was a false- 
hood. And yet he and his colleagues have imposed on the 
Legislature of the State by having this among other falsehoods 
believed as the truth. And now Mr. Le Couteulx has come to 
the conclusion that " denials against denials, being no proofs, 
would amount to a most miserable pen war." Ke forgets that 
he did not deny my statement, that he admitted it, and thereby 
acknowledged the falsehood of his own. How could he deny the 
truth, and which he knew to be the truth ? For he knew from 
the beginning, as well as he does now, that I never attempted to 
compel the Trustees to convey tho title of their church property 
to mo. Until Mr. Le Oouteuls, therefore, shall find some ground 
of truth to stand upon, he will do well to give up his " most 
m bl p w dpi w th M B L f tl d 

pt wh h h w th h h p t d th L 1 
f th St t d his f 11 w t P 1 p h k tl 

d t I h m 1 ty f ly wh h th S t h 

b ght f th m ly Th 1 1 1 1 t 1 th t h 

tl tttd Idtt ttl 

t y f t b 11 1 by d t m f t t 

thh tf hStBk MLOt!s.I 
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g g t th J Id 1 w 11 1 t t th taL t t 
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jneuts, being eoavineed that the Beourity of the State aad the 
welfare of society are never so well guaranteed aa when they rest 
on the everlasting foundations of truth. 

tj" JOHN, AuciiBiSHOP OF New York. 
New York, April 17, 1855, 



THE ST. LOUIS CHURCH CONTROVERSY. 

To the Right Reverend John Hughks, CafJioUc ArcIMshop 

of New York. 

Bdfbalo, April 31, 18Sd. 

Sik: — I was in the hope that the " little card," whioh I took 
tJio liberty to address you on the 1 4th instant, in answer to your 
long letter, would have put an end to all further correspondence 
between ua ; hut your new attack upon me, jointly with the Hon. 
Senator Brooks, shows me plainly that I have been mistaken, 
and that your bile, like the Mount Vesuvius lava, has not com- 
pleted its irruption. What a wonderful man of war you must be, 
Eight Reverend Sir, to undertake to fight two men at the same 
time, and by so doing, imitate that other wonderful man, killing 
two birds at one throw ! Indeed, sir, from that great propensity 
of yours for war, I am brought to the belief that you must have 
mistaken your vocation, and that the command of a regiment of 
dragoons would have suited you better than functions requiring 
a peaceful and conciliatory disposition, which you do not possess. 
Those military ftinetions, no doubt, in your taste, would have en- 
abled you to go and te d y to those poor English 
and French in the Or m t d g m h m need of help, and 
afforded you a chance by p ted h p n the Bussians, of 
acquiring to yourself g t m wh 1 t your present funo- 
tions, your fiery temp w 11 Iw y I u b taole to the happi- 
ness of that flock eonfil It y , * J ur making friends 
and proselytes to our holy religion. 

These remarks, rather severe, have been forced out of mo by 
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your repeated provocations ; and I fear if yon continue your at- 
tacks upon those ■who diifer from you in that question of tempo- 
ralities, as you have done of late, that you will got yourself in a 
sad mess, and be obliged to hire extra pens to help you to get out 
of it. 

Aa to that miserable interpretation of what I said about the 
title to our church property, and which you try to represent as a 
coatradietion, our letters are before the public, and I leave it 
with tbem to decide which of us two has been guilty of falsehood. 
Did I not after " express words," give a relation of all the means 
which you employed, for two years or more, to bring us to aban- 
don our church property ? But, sir, when things are against jou, 
you never have time to notice them. 

Bat, air, I have not yet done with you, since you have been 
pleased to provoke me. When, during two successive sessions of 
the Legislature of this State, you presented, or caused to be pre- 
sented, a bill whose only object was to enable you and the Bish- 
ops of your Archbishoprick to possess all the church and charita- 
ble property, and to will it to your successor, what did you mean ? 
When, in your ciroular letter of March 16, 1852, you confessed 
that you and the Bishops of your Archbishoprick were then al- 
ready owners in fee simple of nearly all the religious and chari- 
table property belonging to the Catholic reUgiou in the State of 
New York, what did you mean? Koally, sir, after such public 
declaration, you must be bold indeed to contest Hon. Senator 
Brooks' statement of the viilue of church and charitable property 
now in your hands and those of the bishops, particularly three 
years after your said declaration, and when it is presumable that 
it has considerably increased during that time, 

Until now, sir, I have made it a rule to bo civil and even re- 
spectful towards you ; but I am afraid that you have oonsidered 
that course as the effect of timidity, and that it has emboldened 
you to be more arch and uncivil towards me, whioh constrains me 
to adopt your own language, so as to be upon equal terms with 
you. 

Permit me to give you a last advice previous to my leaving 
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you — for this is tlio last letter I intend to write — which is, to 
keep cool, and bear manfully that law of the State upon the tenure 
of church property, since you can attribute it but to yourself; 
and to leaye ofE provoking all those who do not agree with your 
plans, as you have done of late, if you wish to keep that rem- 
nant of consideration which your station requires. 

WILLIAM E. LB COUTBULX. 



REPLY OF ARCHBISHOP HUGHES. 

To the Editor of the JSeto York Daily Tim.es: — 

Mr. 'WiUiam B. Lo Gouteulx, George Eisher, Michael Hcs- 
min, John Londrack, by name, and seventeen others without 
name, were the authors of the falsehood palmed on the Legisla- 
ture of New York, in their petition on behalf of St. Louis's 
Church, Buffalo. The Anti-Catholic Church Property Bill, 
brought in by Mr. Putnam, was founded in great part on the 
falsehoods thus attested. One of these was, that " Bishop Hughoa 
attempted to compel the trustees of St. Louis church to convey 
the title of their church property to him." The falsehood of 
this statement has been already pointed out by me, and reluc- 
tantly admitted by Mr. William B. Le Couteulx, who, in his letter 
published in the New York Daily Times, of the 7th instant, ad- 
mits that I never demanded the title to their church property ; 
but, that after reading my pastoral letter, published in 1843, he 
and his colleagues were stupid enough to come to the conclusion 
that, if they acc[uiesced in the requirements of the pastoral letter, 
" the whole would have passed under my absolute control and abso- 
lute dominion." I have already stated that this consequence need 
not necessarily follow, and as a proof, which Mr. Le Couteuls and 
his colleague may be capable of understanding, the trustees of 
St. Nicholas Church, in Second street, in this city, did acquiesce 
in the requiremeuta of the pastoral, and yet continued to be le- 
gally the owners and administrators of their church property just 
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the same as before. Mr. La Gowteulx, in a letter of iis dated 
Buffalo, April 21, attempts to go over this ground again. That 
is quite unnecessary. Ho forgota, indeed, the politeness of a 
French gentleman, and as showing his consciousness of the fact 
he says : — 

"Those romaris, rather severe, have been forced out of me." 
The good gentleman may he perfectly easy on this score. He 
has forfeited the attributes which would have left it in his power 
to be " severe," towards any one, but especially towards me. 

As there is still some misapprehension with regard to thehis- 
tory of the unfortunate St, Louis Church in Buffalo, I shall take 
advantage of this occasion to supply the information I possess on 
the subject. First of all, Mr. Le Couteulx, senior, gave a deed 
to Bishop Dubois for a certain piece of ground to be used for the 
purposes of Catholic worship. Next, Mr. Wm. B. Couteuls and 
some others, by a surreptitious movement, even while Bishop Du- 
bois was still living, contrived to become a corporate body to take 
charge of bis father's donation to the Bishop. Thirdly, since the 
Church has been completed, Mr. Wm. B. Le Coutculx has not 
left any thing undone to defeat the intentions of his venerable 
father, and drive away Catholic worship from the ground which 
his parent had given to the late Bishop of New York for religioua 
purposes. Fourth, it is not certain that Mr. Wm. B. Le Couteulx 
wishes to deprive the Catholic oongregation of St. Louis of this 
property by bringing about its relapse into the residuary estate 
of his father, from which even something might be added to his 
own private inheritance ; and yet it is difficult to account for the 
obstinate and sehismatio course which Mr. William B. Le Cou- 
teulx has adopted in regard to it on any other hypothesis. His 
generous and pious father made a donation tottie city of Buffalo 
of ground for an orphan asylum Mr Wm B Lo Couteulz must 
be cogniEant of the fact that when the asylum was built, and 
Catholic children, among others idmittel the Piotestant bigotry 
of the managers would not admit the ra n stry of a Catholic 
priest towards the poor childieu of that rel ^lou which his father 
professed, and of which he was au ornament just as much as his 
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son Wm. B. is the rovorse. Here, then, is the result of his fa- 
ther's heneyolonee. He contrives that the Catholic priest shall 
be alienated from the ground given hy his father for Catholic 
purposes ; and the managers of the orphan asylum contrive to 
have the same priest repelled from entrance oa the ground given 
for an orphan asylum. 

I do not thank Mr. Lo Oouteulx for admitting the falsehood 
already pointed out in the petition of whioh. ho was one of the 
signers. He could not have done otherwise. And if he thinks 
that he is honoring his father's memory by defeating his father's 
pious intention, let him continuo in. his unfortunate anti-CathoUe 
course. 

As there has been some mistake in regard to the name of Le 
Oouteuls, I think it proper to state that no son or daughter of 
Mr. William E. Le Couteulx is now in this country. At all events, 
Mr. Le Coutouli of this city is the soa of the truly Catholic and 
amiable Mr. Le Couteulx who at present resides in Paris, and 
who so well sustains the honor of his hereditary name. He is 
only nephew to Mr. Wm. B Le Oouteuls, leader of the trustees 
of St. Louis' Church, Buffalo. 

bJj John, Archbishop of New York. 

New York Anril 28, 1855. 



TEMPORALITIES. 
TotlteMitui-ofthemw York Daily limes: 

I proceed to reply to the letter of " ■?• John, Arohhishop 
of New York," in regard to his ownership of real estate property 
iu the City of New York, I Lave no time to waste in humor, 
evas w d aad therefore shall not follow the example of 

even II t personage as the Archbishop, in what he has 

to say p 1 nt topics. The Presbyterian can speak for 

itself t th mount of property held by the Archbishop 
thro h t th tire State. What is said of "riches" and 
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" provisions for rainy days," of " pin money " and " mendacity," 

of " defamation " and " immigration," and eyen of that public 

library which the Arehhishop now owes the City of New York, 

fh flwdh tt tdwththlt d 

ttfh w hpf 1 tt Ath^lybyt 

h 1 d th g Ity m at G u t d t t t h d 

J d m t 1 C t tr m th t mpl t f f t t n 

t 1 dt th t m d t h d llP y 

1 m wllgflytmtthft I] td 

th m t th S t I might j 1 y y g ti t wh th 

h d i Ch h 1 the pulp t a d g p 1 t b m p 1 

dpltl t yh i mltht 

of respect which w u!d th w 1 d h 1 g fB 

This is not the h t t m th A hh h j h lunt d to 

participate in bcctiI stf 1th 1 Ity !fl 

what he esteems to be the ht f th R m h Chur h. Th 
Common School d s uss n f md him It t ly t th C ty 
Hall and Carroll Hill adl ng th 1 tt pl m dst 

vociferous shouts, and inlodpt nppl n tdl h 
populace, who, with all oth t d tly p^ 1 d t 

to elect such men only toth Lglt a,w 11 jp th 
reading of the simple texts f th B hi th G mm h h 1 

of the City. The Common S h 1 iiu t th nd th Gh h 
Property question now, seem j Uy t h d t 1 d th am 
bility and equanimity of the Archbishop. 

Before entering upon the material part of this controversy, let 
me say, in answer to the Archbishop's sweeping assertion to the 
ct ythtt tmh ypH'm party in this 

St t tt mpt dtdfanh Gthb b dge them of 

th ^ht Th h a fi t nw thy of the high 

I eal h t f fh m wh m k t Where— when— 
by wh m— h y h disfr h m t b tt mpted ? The 
G 1 1 t f th Umt d St t d f th St t knowing no 

distinction of sects in religion, places the believers of every faith 
upon that perfect equality, from which no man — certainly no true 
American citizen — proposes to remove them. "Wl 
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tte Aiciiliishop talka of " hurliiig back such false aenaations, in 
tho very faces of their authors," I must respeetfully advise him 
to ataad from iiader, if he would not have hia own blows fall upon 
himiplf 

The Archbishop, m his long epistle to mj short reioinder is 
plodi^ed to charge me with " falsehood," ' falsehood,'" " false 
HOOD " A souUion can Gall names, and uip epitheta — but nj,mes 
ind epithets tre not truth The utteiance of such language by 
m Ai(,hbishop, and the bid temper displtyed lu the two lettiia 
to me, wi!! carry conviction with all impartial mmda that I 
have already made out my case, even though I have but be^n 
the work of exposition. The Prelate, not darmg mantully to 
meet the issue I have raised, finds relief m perannahty and 



I have proposed thit upon the issue of veracity b 
Archbishop and myself, that he should select one arbiter, I a 
srcond, and the two a third, and that these three should decide, 
upon tho legal facts to be piesented for then consideration, 
which of the two utteied the falsehood The ARciiBiaiiop un 
CLiNES the proposition, and declares that " ArbihaUon is un 
necessary " I feared that it would come to this at the start, and 
that the promifled library was but a " word of promise to the ear, 
to be broken to tiie hope." 

But if I must lose a library for the City, I do not mean to 
lose my temper, nor to allow the Archbiahop to escape with mere 
denials of facta, however bitter and angry they may be. 

What I meant and mean by the ownership of Real Estate, is 
what the law means by it, and, therefore, we can have no mis- 
understanding of ideas. I mean that the legal title is veated in 
John Hughes. I mean by John Hughes, the Archbiahop of New 
York. I mean by " ownership of Ileal Estate," the legal right 
to control, possess and use it, by assignment, by will, or other- 
wise. I mean, that i£ the Archbishop, John Hughes, were to 
die without a will, or to change his faith, or should choose to dis- 
pose of his property to his own heirs, or for hia personal advan- 
tage, that he has the legal power to do ao, at his own will and 
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pleasura I mean that, in faet and in act \y the B It m re Or- 
dinances of 1849 and of 1852, by prior da m and subseciuent de- 
termination, lie and other Arehbishops and BL-bop-f own, and 
assume, control and direct tlie temporalitieb nf tb Cburob, its 
lands, its estates, and its entire property I mean jeaking 
now after an esamination of legal Iteeord ^ud In lent e , that 
the conveyances to the Arnbbisbop are to } m 1 7 Vs, or 
assigns," and no others. I mean o£ course al th t no t -ust is 
specified in the deed, and that tbe convey nee w tl o t such 
specifications of trust, would, in case of b s lei h §o to the nest 
alrin. I think I am understood, and that no no will ^e ise me 
of seeking a loop-hole of escape, or with any I s re to occupy 
an equivocal position. 

Now for tbe record, in part. 

lu the Archbishop's letter of last week, charging mo direofcly 
■with deception and indirectly with mendacity, I find the follow- 
ing : 

" But there are some things which Mr. Brooks has stfited witli re- 
gard to my property which I know to be incorrect aud unfounded in 
trnth. He says, for instance, that in the Eegister'a Office there are 
iiamerous transfers from Trustees to me. Kow tMa statement I know 
Lo be unti-ue, inasmach as I have never received or accepted any 
transfer of any property whatever from Trustees," 

In the Arcbbisbop's letter of this week the following appears : 

"The third falsehood wiH, that many of the conveyances of real 
estate to me were made by Trustees. Ifow I state that any one who 
assorts either of these three statements, asserts a gross, and towards 



I now offbr paooFs or mt statement, from tbe legal records 
of the City, beginning with the conveyance made to John Hughes 
from the Trustees of St. John's Roman Catholic Church : 

0ONVETAHOB8 TO JOHN HUSHES. 
KOMBBE OHB. 

Trustees of St. John's Bomtm^ Lease. Dated July 17, 1844.-999 
Oatholio Ohureh I years. Consideration one cent a 

to f year. Recorded in. liber 451, p. 

JoM Sughes. J 240, July 20, 1844. 
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AND 

All those three ceitain lots, pieces or paiviels of lands, situate to 
tlie Sixteenth (late Twelfth) Ward of the Oitj of New York, which 
taken together are bounded and contain as follows, namely r Begia- 
ning on the northerly side of Tliu'tieth street 100 feat from the west- 
erly side of the SeTenth-avenue, rnnniug thenoe aortheriy and parallel 
■with iiie Seventh-avenue 100 feet, thenoe westerly and parallel with 
Thirtieth street, 75 feet thenoe sontheriy and parallel to SeTenth-ave- 
nue 100 feet, to the northerly aide of Thirtieth street, thence easterly 
and along the northerly dde of Thirtieth street 75 feet to hegiuning. 

HTIMBEK TWO. 

Patriah Dokerty) Indenture of Lease dated Jnly 2, 1843. Eecorded 
to [in liber 448, page 17, ApiillS, 1844, conveyed 

John Swghes. S to P. Doherty by the Mayor, Aldermen, dsc., of 
the Oitj of Nevf York, and by him. conveyed to John Hnghea. Con- 
sideration, $34, 17-100, Leased for assessment tax. Yide page 15, 
30 years. 

Lot, piece or parcel of land, known and distingaished on the as- 
sessment map for the opening of One Hundred and Seventeenth street, 
from Fourth-avenue to Harlem River, by the number 6, assessed to 
St. Paul's Ohurch, dtuate on the north side of One Hundred and 
Seventeenth street, between Fourth-avenue and the Old Post Road, 
being 100 feet front, for which he has paid the sum of |7, 94-100, 

^7Zl^A^1kTt''wL'"'r 1 D^te of Deed, Febi-aary 6, 1845. Ee- 
AgMS, hts vnfe, by Wm. C. „™,aed in \iher 455 n 446 Feb- 

All those two certain lots, pieces or parcels of ground situate, lying 
and being in the Oity of Kew York, on the noi'therly side of Twenty- 
fifth street, between the Eighth and Ninth-avenues, and known and 
distinguished on a oertain map of ground situated at Grreenwich, in 
the Oity of New York, belonging to Thomas B, Olark, made by Amos 
Coming and Uzal W. Freeman, Oity Surveyor, and filed in the Reg- 
ister's Office, by the numbers 230 and 331, and being taken together, 
are bounded by the satd map as follows, to wit ; Beginning at a point 
on the said aortheriy side of Twenty-fifth street, 800 feet easterly 
from the northeast corner of the Kinth-aveuue and Twenty-fifth 
street, thence noi-therlj' on line pai-allel with the Ninth -avenue, along 
lot distinguished on said map by the number 333, 98 feet 9 mohes, 
thence easterly parallel with Twenty-fifth street, along the rears of 
lots ^stinguiahed on si^d map by the numbers 206 and 207, 60 feet, 
thenoe southerly, parallel with the Niuth-avenae, along lot distin- 
guished on said map by the number 339, 98 feet 9 inches, to Twenty- 
fifth street, and thence westerly along the northerly side of Twenty- 
fifth stroet 50 feet, to the place of be^nning. 
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Andreto Byrne i Date, April 30, 1841. Eecord~)iber 466, p. 487. 
to ^ March 29, 1846. Coasideration, $5,400. Oouvey- 

John Suglies. j anoe of Lease for 18 years and 9 raonthB. No dea- 
oriplion of premises. 

Mob&rt Zane, cmd "1 
j^e Maria, his wife, I Oonvejance date, Maroh fi, 1845, Eecord — 



j liber. 459, p. 135. Consideration, $16,500. 



John Rughes. 

All those three certain lots of land situated in the Sixth "Ward of 
the Oity of Ifew York, which on a certain map of property, belonging 
to the estate of George Janeway, in the Sxth Ward of the Oity of 
Bew York, made by Joseph Bridges, City Surveyor, surveyed (as to 
part lots on add map) in JannaCT, lft88, are distinguished hj the num- 
bers 17, 18 and 19. Said lot. Ho. 17, heing situated at the corner of 
City Hall Place and Duane street, and said three lots are hounded as 
follows, that is to say, he^nning at the easterly eomer of Oity Hail 
Race (late Augusta sti'eet) and Duane street, thenoe running south- 
erly in front along Dnane toward Chatham, 75 feet to other ground 
of the estate of the said George Janeway; thence running north- 
easterly on the one side along the ground of the estate of the said 
George Janeway, 67 feet 2 inches, to other ground of estate of said 
George Janeway, and formerly leased hy him to Mrs. Phillips ; thence 
running northwesterly in the rear along the said ground leased to 
Mrs. Phillips as aforesaid, 78 feet to Oity Hall Plaos (formerly Au- 
gusta street,) aforesaid; thence miming southwesterly on the other 
side along Oity Hall Place aforesaid 67 teet to place of heginning. 

DcmiA Xhidlmi Field cmd ' 
Stephen J. Field, Ti-us- 

teeaofv!ife,andiraitTi6t Date of ConTeyanoe, Fehraary 7th, 3845. 
I>. Field, wife qf J). I>A Record 0iber 490, p. 497, Consideration, 
Meld, $3,000,) May 23d, 1845. 

to 
Jaftn Sughes. 
All tlioso two certain lots, pieces or parcels of land, situated in 
the Sisteenth ward of the oity of New York, known and distingnished 
on a map of lands in the Sisteenth ward of the oity of New York, 
the property of the heirs of Mary Clarke, deceased, made hy George 
B. Smith, City Surveyor, ajtd dated April 6th, 1887, (a oopy on file 
in the Ee^ster's ofBce,) by numbers 238 and 229, and bounded, taken 
together, as follows: heginnii^ at & point on the northerly line of 
Twenty-flfth street, distant 850 feet easterly from north-east comer 
of Twenty-fifth street and Ninth avenue, mnning thence easterly 
along said northerly hue 60 feet, thence northerly, parallel with Ninth 
avenue, niinety-four feet, nine inahes, to middle of the block between 
Twenty-fifth street and Twenty-sisth street, to a point equi-distant 
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WillA^Patton, I) D., "j jj^j^ ^^ Conveyance, May 8th, 1845. Ee- 

and Mary hi^ w-^e, [ , ,-,„ r.uL A.ae, r,'' KF.n\ w»^ s^=t 

to 
John Buglies. 

All and singular the equal undivided lialf pai't (being the S. part 
thei"eof,) of a certain vault or place for the deposit of the dead, situ- 
ated in and upon the pi-emises formerly owned by the Second svenue 
Presbyterian Ohnroh, on the Easterly side of, and fi-onting on the 
Second avenue, between. Second and Third streets. (William Patton, 
liber 400, p. Sol, same.) 



Date of Conveyance, February 6, 1845. Re- 
cord, liber 466, p. 613, September 23, 
1345. Consideration, $2,000. 

AH those two cercain lots, pieces or parcels of ground, situate, 
lying and beiw in Sisteenth ward of the city of New York, on Nor- 
therly side of Twenty-fifth street, between Eighth and Ninth avenues. 
(Same as other in libei- 455, p. 448.) 



Re- 
cord, hber 465, p. 514, Sept. 33, 1845. 
JoTinSugUs. J Consideration, $43,000. 

AH fonr lots of ground, situate, &o., in Foarth ward, city of New 
Tori, hounded and containing aa follows r Westerly by James street, 
100 feet; Southerly, by ground, now or lately belonging to Walter 
Bowne; 100 feet Eaaterly in the rear, pa-tly hy "t d f J hu 



Wood, and partly by ground now or late ot - 
and Noi'therly by ground now or late belon i 
100 feet. (Liber 466, p. 422, qnit claim fo 1 
460, p. 49T. Consideration, $1,000. 



George Pfomntann, and 
Catharine A., his le'^fe; 

Thomas Ward, and 

MargaretU, his wife, 

Sat. P. Bailey and Ma w^fe, et al., 



Gard 

: t b 



100 f 
IMlb nl. 

nb d lb 



Jficholas Bean, of the 2d part, 
John Hughes, of the Zd part. 



Date of Conveyance, Feb. 6, 1847. 
Kocord in liber 487, p. 75, 
Feb. 19, 1847. Consideration, 
$50,000. 
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ifeii. And/r&m Byrne, "I Dat« of Oonveyanixi, Doo. 6th, 1843. 

Clergyman, \ Eeeorded in liber, p. ITS, Fobrit- 

to I ary 10th, 1844, Oonsiderationj 

Jehn Mtighes, Bkhop. J $3,825. 

All those three certain lota of land, together witli the huildinss 
thereon erected, sitnate, lying and being in tie (now or late) Eleveatli 
Ward of the City of New York, and heing part of the estate of Mangle 
Miathorne, deceased, and are known and described on the map of the 
said estate now on file in tie Register's Office, of the said Oity of New 
York, hy lots Nos. 71, 73, 73; fronting westwardly on the Second 
avenue, and are as foLowa ; northwardly hy lot No. 74, eastwardly by 
lot No. 70, and land fonnerly called the Hilyer estate ; southerly by 
land of the said Hilyer estate, and westwardly by the Second avenne 
aforesaid. Tlie said three lota being in lengfli on each side 100 feet, 
and tlie said lots, Nos. 73 and 73, being each in width in front and 
reai', S5 feet, and the siud lot No. 71 being in width in ii-ont 35 feet ; 
and in width on the rear S4 feet and 11^ inches as ttie aaid lots are 
laid down and nnmbered on the said map. Being the aame premises 
whereon the Oliurch of the Nativity now stands; subject, Jiowevcr, 
to a mortgage by the pai-ty of lat part to Eev, John Corry, to secure 
the payment of |5,000 and interest. 

HnMBEB TEN. 



Same. 

All that certain lot,pieoeor parcel of laud, situate, lying, and being 
in the Seventeenth Ward (late Eleventh), of the Oity of New York, 
fronting on the easterly line of Saoond avenue, between Second and Third 
streets, be^nning at a point distant sisty-fonr feet seven inches from 
the northeast corner of said Second avenue and Second street; rnn- 
ning thence eastwardly and parallel to Second street seventy-five feet ; 
thence northwardly and parallel to the said Second avenue twenty-one 
feet and sis inches, to the place of bepnning; the said lot being part 
of lots known and distinguished by the letters and D on a map of 
property in the Eleventh and Thirteenth Wards of the City of New 
Yoi, belonging to the estate of Henry Eekford, deceased, filed in 
office of the Raster, and numbered 2S0. Also, all that eertwn other 
lot, piece, or pai-cel of land, sitnat«, lying and beiag in the 8e 
(late Eleventh) Ward of said City of New York, fronting oi 
therly line of Second street, between the Krst and Second a 
Beginning at a point distant seventy-five feet from the northeast cor- 
ner of Second avenne and Second street, and rnnning thence north- 
wardly parallel to Second avenue aforesaid eighty-sis feet; thence 
eastwaivfly pai'allel to Second street aforesaid twenty-five feet ; thence 
southwardly parallel to Second avenue aforesaid eighty-six feet; 
thence westwardly along the said line of Secon.' street aforesaid 
twenty-five feet, to the place of beginning. 
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AHD ARCHBISHOP UUGHBS. 11.1 

This is hut the beginning of the end. It is only the hasis of 
mj claim to that promised publia library whieii the Archbishop 
owes to the City of New York, and which for the nest fifty 
years, if he and I should live so long, I shall demand in the 
name of the people of this City, " for the use, not of any one profes- 
sioa or olasa, but for all mankind." The amiable Arohbisliop — 
and he is arch in more senses than one — is pleased to say, if my 
modesty will permit, that this great library sliali bear the name 
of " the Erastus Brooks' Library, engraven in large and gilded 
letters over its marble portals." I have no snob ambition to 
have my name handed down to posterity, and grateful at this new 
display of the Archbishop's new-born zeal for public libraries and 
letters, for Intelligence and history, I prefer that this library, 
which will esist, I fear, only in the broken promises of an irri- 
table prelate, if ever founded at all, should bear the name, not in 
" large and gilded letters," but rather in letters of brass, corres- 
ponding with the brazen denials of the man, the name of" »Js John, 
Archbishop of the Province of New York ! " 
For to-day, I am. 

Very respectfully yours, 
ERASTDS BROOKS. 

Hew Tons, April ISth, 1853. 



AKCHBISHOP HUGHIS vs. SENATOR BROOSa 
lb tlie Editors of the Courier and Snquirfr : 

I am glad to perceive by bis attempted defence in your paper 
of this date, that Mr. Brooks begins to realize vaguely the posi- 
tion in which he Um placed himself. He commences his pitiable 
defence by misrepresenting the state of the question. He says it 
is " in regard to my ownership of real estate property in the city 
of New York." The question is not in regard to any such thing, 
and this Mr. Brooks knows as well as I do. The question is in 
regard to the truth or falsehood of certain statements made by 
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112 COSTROVKRSY BETWBEH SENATOR BROOKS 



him ill the Senate of New York, on the 6th of March. In rft- 
ferencG to my ownership of real estate property, aa Mr. Brooks 
calls it, there is no cjuestion. The title of many Catholic Churches 
in the city of New Tork is vested in me, aad so far I am the 
owner. My intention, eveUj ia to add to this property by pur- 
chasing such additional lots, or aooeptiug the gift of them, as 
I may find from time to time to be desirable for the purpose of 
providing religious iuatructioa for the wants of the Catholic flook 
committed to my charge. If Mr, Brooks will examine thereoorda 
of the city of New York three months from this time, be will 
probably find conveyances made to me by psrtiea who have the 
right to sell or bestow as they think proper. 

But I shall waive all controversy regarding matters intro- 
duced into Mr. Brooks's reply, in order to direct his wandering 
attention to the real state of the case. On the 6th of March he 
asserted that my property in the city of New York alone waa 
not much short of five millions. This was falsehood No. 1. He 
asserted that of this property, numerous transfers had been made 
to me by Trustees. This was falsehood No. 2, He asserted 
that some of the parcels conveyed to me covered whole squares of 
land. This was falsehood No. 3. 

Now, we shall take these falsehoods in their order. Mr. 
Brooks, in maintaining falsehood No. 1 , has oopied out ten entries 
aa found in the Register's hooka of this city. He heads the list 
with the words — 



S TO JOHN HO&HES," 

The first conveyance is a lease, which shows, so far as the 
ownership of real estate is concerned, that the very heading of 
the entries is not correct. 

The second is also a lease, showing the same thing. 

The third is from George Wildes and Agnes his wife, and it 
remains for Mr. Brooks to show that Mr. Wildes and his wife had 
been Trustees of a Catholic Church. 

The fourth is from Andrew Byrne, and is the conveyance, not 
of real estate, but of a lease also. 
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The fifth is from David Dudley Eield, and Stephen J. Field, 
Trustees of Wife and Harriet D. Field, wife of D. D. Field. (I 
copy from Mr. Brooks's report of these matters in your journal, 
but I decline all responsibility for thoir accuracy.) Mr. Brooks 
does not inform us whether these parties kad been Trustees of 
Catholic Church property or not. 

The siKth is from the "Rev. Wm. Patton, D. D., and Mary his 
wife. Mr. Brooks dooi not say that the Rev. Dr. and hia wife 
had heen Trustees of any Catholic Church, 

Here Mr. Senator Brooks seems to have become desperate, 
and gives a duplicate under head No. 7 of the conveyance made 
hy George Wildes, and Agnes his wife, as already recorded under 
head N " I n t w th t M . Wildes had given me 

two dt d f th m i p tj B t Mr. Senator Brooks is a 
man of 1 t p d h h made the discovery, and 

attempt It mj p n th p hi by a falsehood so easily to 

be dete t d 

N 8 fmM Bthlmw O'Connor, who, if Mr. 
Brook tlbl 1 ndn the record as trustee to 

Christ Chiu h— th t tl 1 tB t Mr. Bartholomew O'Con- 

nor in th t w nly tk A g of a bankrupt Board of 

Trust 

N 1 f m G g PI mm nd Catharine A. his wife ; 

Thorn W d d M tt h wfe; Nathaniel P. Baily, 

and h wif titNhl J) of tke second part, and 
John H gh f th th d p t U d r the same No. 9 we find 
immed tlytUwj, Adw By e, Clergyman, to John 
Hugh B h p 

N 10 1 ™ £ M B ks's eloquent brevity of 

style. It t tl 1 S t S t) Here again Mr. Brooks 

duplic t th } th t in the simple copymg 

from th P tybywy flf for older falsehoods, he 
invent w d a tw t copies the same convey- 

ances — I pj ty f g d gainst mistakes. 

I h p th I t bl tl m n and their wives here men- 

tioned 11 h Id M B k nd n t me, responsible for having 
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tteir names paraded in a publio newspaper. The extrMt of all 
tkeae entriea ia brought fortli liy Mr. Brooks, to substantiato 
what I have taken the liberty to call his falsebood, uttered in the 
Senate of New York, when he alleged m his of&cial capacity, 
and as one having taken paina to be well informed on the subject, 
t]iat tie value of my real estate in the oity of New York alone 
was not much short of five millions. We have juat seen that Mr. 
Brooks baa counted two conveyances each twice over, and that 
instead of ten conveyances there are in reality only eight on the 
very record which he professes to have examined. None of 
these conveyances of real estate are from Truatees of Catholic 
Ohui'cbes. 

Is it not lamentable to think that a man ■who has boon Sena- 
tor of the State of New York, should so misrepresent the 
records of entries which are open to the inspeetioa of all in the 
ErOgiater's ofBce ? 

But the question is not whether I am. the owner of some por- 
tion of real estate, but whether Mr. Brooks did not otter a false- 
hood wh h t t d th t th 1 f mi p p ty ■ th 'ty f 
New Y k 1 wTS 1 ttl h t f fi m lb f d 11 

The gentl m ft mpt tmkh tnth tlkgby 



describi j, tb bo 1 f h ect f p 1 


ty th 




veyed w th mm t J m t t n^ t th 


pbl 


b t 


with an t t d b m y ip 


t 





would s pj. tli t h rag d h m It ly 


U t 


f th 


arrivala t th h t 1 t b p bb h 1 th t m 


t 


f 11 


printed w p i th N Y k i j f wh 


h h 




of the E 1 1 






Now tk d ff I tw th I f th 


ht 


y 


ancea eit d by M 1. k d 1 ttl h t f fi 
dollars, w U b th m t th d fi b tw 


mil 
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tk 


t th 


of his p t d f d tk f 1 h d i h 
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th 


Senate th rth f last M h I [j th g 
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1 t 


the eight m ted t b t hun 1 
dollars, 1 d d t tw h d d tk n, d I 11 f 
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XL d 
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fiffl thouiinl dollaif time lemami a difference between truth 
aadfilsekotd of four millions five bundled ind fifty thousand 
dolkrp, which Mr Biojks has still to account foi In othei 
woids, by a. Bluet tjithmetical calculation, theie k a diff'iencc 
of two thousand two hundied and seventj five per cent hotween 
the truth, if we can call it so, of Mi Biooks 8 defence \iid the 
original falsehood of his statement. This is a large per contagej 
hut Senator Brooks may yet have means of reducing it. So far, 
I think, it is quite clear that the charge of falsehood No. 1 has 
not heett refuted. However, small work ia enough for the Sena- 
tor during one day, and as he signs hia letter " for to-day, yours 
very respectfully," we must wait to see what he has in reserve 
for to-morrow. I would only beg him not to attempt filling up 
his schedule by enumerating the same conveyance twice as he has 
done "for to-day," 

Falsehood No. 2, as found in his speech of the 6th of March, 
is, that among the conveyances there are numerous transfers from 
trustees to John Hughes. Mr. Brooks has done nothing aa yet 
by way of attempt to sustain this falsehood. He has not shown 
one single such transfer, and accordingly we may say there is 
little short of five millions per cent, between his impotent do- 
fence and hia false assertion on the 6th of March, in the Senate 
of New York. But, we must be indulgCEt, and allow him time 
to esaraiae the records for them. 

The statement in his speech which we marked as falsehood 
No. 3, that some of the parcels of property oonveyed to me cover 
whole squares of land, Mr, Brooks "for to-day" has not had 
time, I suppose, to indicate, as he has done in other instances, in 
what part of tlie city all these certain lots, or whole squares of 
land lie, and are situate. But we must give him. time. He has 
done pretty well for one day. He has made ten entries for the 
newspapers out of eight in the Eegister'a books — and to a man 
who can do this, powers of originality cannot be denied. 

On the whole, I think Mr. Brooks has been very unsuccessful 
in hia attempt to substantiate the three propositions which I have 
indicated as falsehoods Nos. 1, 2, and 3. 



bt Google 



1 16 COBTROVEKBY BBTVraEH eENATOa uaooKB 

In tlie present melanolioly predicament ia whiob, Mr. Broots 
has contrived to place hiraaelf, I think he might dispense with all 
moralizing as regaids proprieties of language. They are out of 
season for his pen. Ho is not satisfied at my using the word 
falsehood in, regard to any of his assertions, however injurious to 
me, or mischievous to others. JS'ow falsehood is the only word 
that could express my meaning. To gentlemen of more refined 
sensibility than the Senator, a gentler term would have hecn suf- 
ficient to arouse that quick and honorable resentment, either to 
prove the assertion advanced, or to apologize manfully for hav- 
ing heen betrayed into it. On the other hand, if a stronger es- 
pression had heen used, it would have implied a direct violation 
of the courtesies of life, even in regard to ono by whom truth 
had been so outraged. Mr. Brooks is very severe upoa me, as 
he imagines, when he says that " a scullion can call names, and 
use epithets, but names and epithets," says Mr. Brooks, " are not 
truth." Pray, where did Mr. Brooks learn this philosophy ? I 
can assure him that names and epithets rightly applied are truth, 
and oftentimes, truth in its condensed form. Nor do they cease 
to he truth when they are rightly employed, even by scullions. 
The only philosophy which would be profitable to Senator Brooks, 
is that by which in his dealings with his fcllow-meD, whether in 
the Senate Chamber or elsewhere, he should take those precau- 
tions becoming an honorable gentleman, to see that it should not 
be in the power of f d f f nUi n p 1 t t pply 
to him any name [ th t wh h h Id ft t ly b too 

well founded in t th 

I confess that t yth btpl^attrntb bliged 

to employ them. B t wh 31 B ks h £ t t ly gone 

out of his way to imp p n th m d f h li g 9 ia 

the Senate, and f h f II w tia 1 wh th b I f of 

statements utterly t wthtthh nntdymthe 

privilege of calling p h m f th j. f f h t t m ts, if 
he has any, and of stigmatiaing them as folsehoods, if he has not. 
I do not know that I have any thing more to Bay until Mr. 
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Brooks- brings out tLe results of another day's investigation of 
the records. 

1^ JOHN, Archbishop op New Yori;, 
New York, Aprii 19, 1855, 

SEWATOE BROOKS us. ARCHBISHOP HUGHES. 

To l/ie Editor of Ike Couiiirr and Sngmeer : 

I have no time to bandy words witli John Hugbes. In per- 
sonality and vulgarity be bas reached an elevation to wbicb I do 
not aspire, and if bo is content with that elevation, and of his 
position under it, as the Arebbisbop of a powerful ohurch, I am 
more than, content aa bis antagonist. I could not see without 
regret a friend in so bad a position, nor desire to put an enemy 
in a worse one. I shall therefore leave all that part of the Arch- 
bishop's third letter, which is irrelevant to Church Property, and 
the facts at issue, to answer itself. 

My statements in the Senate wore . 

Firstly : — As to the fact of the property owned by John 
Hughes, — meaning the Ai-obbishop. 

Secondly : — As to the value of the property thus held by 
John Hughes, — meaning the Archbishop. 

Thirdly : — As to the transfer from Trustees to John Huglies, 
— meaning the Archbishop, 

I am charged with falsehood in these, my several assevera- 

I proposed to settle the question of fact, as to the veracity of 
the spirit, substance and rea.Iity of my statements, and the truth 
of the denial of his, by reference to an umpire of three persons, 
— one to be selected by each of us, and one by the umpire. The 
Archbishop sneered at my proposition, and declined the offer. 

The Archbishop coEveyed the idea, and meant to convey the 
idea, and was SO onderstood by the public, — that he was not the 
owner of Church Property in this city and elsewhere. Driven 
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118 COKTROVEItSy BETWEEN 

from tliia position by tlie record transcribed from the Register's 
Office, showing the actual conveyances of property to him, he 
now, witt more boldness thau ever, admits the truth of what I 
said oa this point, and declares that the question between us "is 
not m regard to any such thing as his ownership of Real Estate 
Property in this city .'" He adds to this the following declara- 

" In reference to my ownership of reai estate property, as Mr, 
Brooks calls it, tliere is no qnestion. The title of many Catholic 
Ohnrches in the city of Wew York is vested in me, and so far I am. the 
owner, My intention is, even, to add to this property by purchasing 
such additional lots, or accepting the ^fl of them, as I may find from 
lime to time to be desirable for the purpose of providing reUgions in- 
struction for the wants of theOatholio fiook committed to lay charge. 
If Mr. Brooks wiE esamine the records of the city of Hew York 
three months fl'om this time, he will probably find conveyances made 
to me by pai'ties who have the right to sell or bestow as they think 
proper," 

Truly — " Truth is a great thing " 

But I am also charged with fdlsehood, because I asserted 
that there were transfers from Trustees to John Hughes, not- 
withstanding I gave the record of the Transfer of: 

" The Trustees of St John's Roman Catholic Church to 
John Hughes. Lease 999 years. Consideration, one cent a 

YEAE. 

The Archbishop answers me, and this record, thus : 

" The first conveyance fe a hose, which shows, so fai- aa the own- 
ership of real estate is concerned, that the very beading of the en- 
tries Is not correct. 

" The second is also a lease, showing the same thing. 

" Tlie third is fi'om George Wildes and Agnes his wife, and it re- 
mains tor Mr. Brooks to show that Mr. Wildes and bis wife bad been. 
Trustees of a Catholic Ohuroh." 

What will lawyers,— what will laymen,— -what will Christian 
men think of such a denial as this ? Is not a lease for 999 yeard 
at one cent a year, in all true senses, moral and legal, equal to a 
conveyance in fee ? A mortgage of real estate property is a 
conveyance in a more limited sense, bnt oft*n resnlta, by fore- 
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closure and otTierwiso, to a, conveyance in fee. How dare the 
Archbialiop assert, in the face of the puhlic record and of all 
truth — ^ttat I " have not shown one single transfer fi-om Trustees 
to the Bishop 'i" 

Let me add one mors extract from hie last letter ; 

" No. 8 ia from Mr. Bartholomew O'Connor, who, if Mr, Broota 
is to he believed, ia named in the record m Trnstce to Christ's Church 
— the tmth being that Mr. Bai'tholomew O'Connor in that cage was 
only the a^igaee of a laiikrupt Board of Trustees." 

Here, too, is an unintentional admission that John Hughes 
received property from Bartholomew O'Connor, " the Assignee 
of & Bankrupt Board of Trustees." It came, by admission, 
from Trustees, through the Assignee, to John Hughes ! Is it 
not a quibble beneath an Archbishop, or the poorest layman, to 
say that such property did not come from Trustees? 

But let me c^uote further : 

" Under the same ITo. 9 we find immediately following, Andrew 
Bjrne, Clergyman, to John Hugh^ Bishop. 

" Ko. 10, ia a specimen of Mr. Brooks's eloquent brevity of style. 
It ia entitled, " Same to Bome." Hera again Mr. Broolts duplicates 
the same conveyance, so that in tlie simple copying from the Eegistry, 
by way of defence for older falsehoods, he invents new one.s, and in 
two instances copies the same conveyance — I suppose by way of guard- 
ing against mistakes." 

It is the Archbishop who dnplicates, — not I. It is tho Arch- 
bishop also who misstates the record,— not I. If he will look 
again, he will see that there were two transfers from him to An- 
drew Byrue, — that one conveyance covered part of the Mangle 
Mlnthorne Estate, and conveyed three lots of property, and that 
the second conveyance was of two parcels of property, and one 
of the Henry Eclcford Estate. 

The Archbishop owes to himself, if not to me and the publio, 
an apology for this erroneous (I will not say false) record, and I 
owe it to the public to state that a transfer of property was twice 
cited by me by mistake, because it was so written, and had the 
conveyance of William C. Pickersgill, recorded IPebruary 6th, 
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1845, and of George Wildes, Septeml)er 23a, 1845. The one 
was probably a conveyance by attorney in February, and the 
other in person in the following. September. John Hughes 
would, therefore, seem to have had two deeds of the same pro- 
perty, oven though he does not know it. 

But I have not done with my record of property or valaea. 
I have only, indeed, given the beginning of the end, 

I do not wish to pry uunecessarilj into the temporalities of 
the Archbishop in this city and throughout his Diocese, but his 
plump denials make it necessary to do so in order to convict him 
of the want of veracity in bis aeousationa against me. It is no 
Blight thing to cbarge a man with falsehood, and if the war is 
carried into Africa, as I intend it shall be, in my prosecutions of 
this investigation, the Archbishop has himself to thank for com- 
pelling an esposure of his affairs, which, but for his denials, might 
never have come to the light of diy 

From the Metropolitan and Catholic Almanac inl Laity's 
Directory of 1853— published at Baltimore ly Lin,a^ Brothers, 
and purporting to be "sold by all Catholic Bookaelleia I find 
that in this city, and a few of the Eivei towns 38 in all there 
are 280,000 Roman Catholics, 55 Churcbea and Chapels (27 of 
which are in this city,) 30 stations, 82 Clergymen on the mission, 
26 otherwise employed, beside Asylums, Seminaries, Literary In- 
stitutions, &c. Among these are : 

The Kedeinptoriat Convent, 8d street. 

College of St. TYanda Savier, West 15th street. 

Community of Brothers, &c., Oanal street. 

Academy of the Holy Infant Jesus, Manhattan ville. 

Convent of the Sacred Heart, near Manhattaaville. 

Sacred Heart Academy, near Harlem. 

Convent of Sisters of Mercy, Houston and Mulberry. 

Academy of St. Tinoent, 107th streets 

St. Mary's School, East Broadway. 

The Archconfraternity of the Immaculate Heart of Mary. 

The Confraternity of the Rosary, &o., &a. 
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I'hls record, with many other facts appended thereto, the 
books tells us, was furnished frona the Most EevereiKl the Arcli- 
bishop. 

"The Diocese of Brooklyn" has fifteen churches in the city 
of Brooklyn, and twenty-four on Long Island, besides eleven 
Btfttione, thirty clergymen, the School of St. Alphousua, con- 
ducted fay the Nuns of the Order of St. Dominie, and other 
institutions under the care of " the Sisters of Charity" and 
" Brothers of the Qiristian Schools." 

The diocese of Albany (87 churches), and Buffalo (100 
churches), are larger as to the number of churches, some of which 
are gorgeous and costly edifices. The rule there, as here, is to 
place the temporolities of the Church in the hands of the Bishops, 

I am not complaining of all this, or of the Roman Catholics, 
or of their faith. I am not even complaming of the numerical 
force or great riches which m,ike up the temporalities of the 
Eomish power in the City and State, I am showing in whoso 
hands, and under who'Je contiol most of these tbmporalities are. 

On the matter of values, too, I shall not foil much, if any, 
shox-t of the amount raeiiiaoued in the Senate of New York on 
the 6th of March last. With such estates a^ these at Fordliam, 
costing seventy thousand dollars, and now worth four or five 
hundred thousand dollars, — as the McGowan property on the 
middle Island Road, and known as McGowan's Pass, the Jacob 
Lorillard property, of one hundred acres, — the valuable property, 
commencing on 51st street, opposite the Deaf and Dumb Institu- 
tion, added to church property, it will be. easy to count up mil- 
lions in present value. 

One word just here, of this last, piece of property. 

When the Directors of the Deaf and Dumb Institution earn- 
estly begged the Common Council of this <aty, and as a matter 
of public charity to enable them the better to educate the Deaf 
and Dumb of the City and State, for a part of the tract of land, 
at a nominal rent, now occupied by them, they were refused. 
They had to pay 828,000 to the Corporation for the balance of a 
blocit between 40th and 50th streets, and the balance of a block 
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between 48th and 49th streets. The Coaimon Coimcil so deoi'cod, 
and the Mayor so approved. A prayer from Protestants, for a 
great and noble Christian charity, benefiting all sects, was met 
by adverse reports and adverse acts, even -vvhen the Common 
Council of the City, for one dollar, conveyed to John Hughes, 
President, and V. 0. Donnelly, Secretary, for the Eoman Cath- 
olic Orphan Asylum, one of the most valuable pieces of land in 
the city, and on a square quite lai^e enough for that "Erastns 
Brooks Library," which the Archbishop now owes the City of 
New York. 

The Deaf and Dumb were compelled to pay, for a much 
smaller piece of ground, ^28,000. The Archbishop and the Eo- 
man Catholic, for au estate bounded by tlie Fiflh avenue, 51at 
and 52d streets, paid the sum of one dollar ! The particulars 
of all this may be found m the Book of Deeds, marked A,, page 
371, and those ■nbo are moie cunous may turn to a Common 
Council leport, whpre they will hnd the rejection of the prayer 
of the Protestaiitb loi the deaf and dumb, and the grant of the 
prayer of the Roman Catholica The city property thus given 
for one d Alii js worth to-diy fiom ^150,000, to $250,000, and in 
view of its value I cite these not veiy pleasant facts for those 
who made tlie grant in the one case, and declined it in the other. 

The Fordham property also is a princely estate, owned by 
John Hughes. The deeds, I understand are in his name. Ne- 
gotiations connected with tlie property are conducted in his name. 
1 have had the copy of one before me, which begins thus : 

"This indenture, made on the 1st of December, 1834, between 
Most Reverend John Hughes, Archbishop of New York, and the Har- 
lem Eailroad Co.," &c. 

And a very funny document it is for "John Hughes, Ms 
Imrs and aasiffnees." 

One article covenants that he, his heirs or assignees, shall 
have a fiee pass over the Jlar^m, Railroad^ with fifty powids of 
'aily. If the Bishop does not choose to avail hira- 
s liberal grant, — for I leara from all quni-ters that he 
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is good at driving a bargain, — he is to name tb.e person wlio 
shall receive the henelit. The dead-head system is thus formally 
covenanted, for over a public highway between Fordham and 
New York, by the disliugiiished t^ John, Arclibishop of the 
Province of New YorL" 

But all this is only piehmmiiy to more important matter 
whliih fallows, and in contmuitnii rt the record I cite the fol- 
lowing 



Zacltarm^ Kunise") Date of Ooiivejance, March 34, 1848. Recorded 
to [■ in liber 500, p. 609, May 10, 184S. Oonside- 

JoM SugTies. ) ration, one dollar. 
All and singular those two several lots, pieces or parcels of land 
situated, lying and being on the north side of Thirty-first street, 
between Sisth and Seventh avenues, in Sixteenth pate Twelfth) 
Ward of City of New York, and laid down and distinguished upon a 
certain map — is annexed to the i-eport of Fred. DePeyster and othei-s, 
commissioners appointed by order of Court of Chancery of State of 
New York, in a certain suit before Vice Chancellor of first OJrouil, 
brought by Moulton Bullock, complainant, against Thomas Burlock 
iind other defendants, to make partition of certain lands and premises 
held in common between the parties, among which were laoda and 
premises laid down! in said map — on which map the said two several 
lots, pieces or parcels of land, hereby intended to be conveyed, are 
known and distinguished as numbers seven and forty. The lots in 
dimenaon, when taken together, are specLEied on said map to be IBO 
feet 6i inches in depth on the westerly side thereoli and 25 feet 
width in the rear, and 16S feet and 1 inch in depth on easterly aide ; 
said two lots, pieces or parcels of land, lying and being on easterljf 
side of and next adjoining to premises now occupied for a Catholic 
Church. 

James Foster, Ccntraeto}; 1 Date of Conveyance, February, 21, 1848. 
and MiiiUa Ms wife, to > Kecorded in liber 562, p. 344, ITebruary 

John, Hughes. ) 29, 1848. Oonsidei-ation $4,400. 

.di^ithosetwocertainlots of land situate, lying and being in Eleventh 
Ward of the City of New York, ou South-east corner of Eighth 
street and Avenue B; taken together, bounded and described as fol- 
lows ;— Beginning at the point formed by the Intersection of the 
i;outherly side of Eighth-street with the easterly side of Avenue B, 
running thence southerly along the east line of Avenue B, 43 feet 
imd 8 inches, thence cast on a line parallel with south side of Eighth 
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street 100 feet, thence northerly in a line parallel with eastcily line 
of Avenue B, 48 feet 8 inches, thence westerly along southerly side of 
Eighth street 100 feet to place of beginning. 



Swrah Me-msen) Date of OonTeyance, May 1, 1848. Eecordecl in 
to > liber. 503, p. 542, May 2, 1848. ' Consideration, 

John Eiiglm. ) $2,176. 

All that certain lot, piece or parcel of land, situate, lying and being 
in the BloTenth Ward of the City of New York, on the east side of 
Arenne B, between Seventh and Eighth-streets, in said City, and 
which is bounded and described as follows, that is to say, beginning at 
a part on easterly side of Avenue B, distant 7S feet 2 inches southerly 
from south-east corner of Avenue B and Eighth-street, and run- 
ning thence easterly and parallel with Eighth-street, 100 feet, thence 
running southerly and parallel with Avenue B, 34 feet 4 inches, 
th ■ g t d p raU 1 "th F Uh t t, 100 f t t 

A Blth m thlA Blftlh 

to plac f b g g 

GgT^HUfBiffl^nt fC y Myll-lS 

( f- E 1 J 19 1848 lb 3 

Jh H jl i p J8 C d rat $10 

All Vat t 1 t, p p 1 f g d t t It d 

b g th E hth Waxd f th C ty f N w Y 1^ th west d 
fMlbrytretkw ddtigmhd cet mp 

htth-efmdbyOm HCrchlteOtyS-yy by 
p t f 1 t N 8 — b d d aat dly ft M lb y t 

f 1 th ! by 1 t N 83 w t ly ai by 1 t N 168 

d thlybym gptf dltlv 8 Ct j, 
wdth dfl t 5f t h I ear24f t d 1 th 1 

f t 

rfames Sea, of. Macon, Ga. \ Recorded i 
to John Eugliea. \ 29,1848. 

All and singular, the one equal undivided fifth part of the follow- 
ing lot, piece or parcel of land, with buildings thereon, situate, lying 
and being in the Fourteenth (formerly Eighth) Ward of the City of . 
New York, and late part or parcel of the estate of Alderman Dick- 
eraon, deceased, known and disting^iished on a certain map or chai-t 
thereof, made by Oasimer H. Goei'oh, late City Surveyor, beai'ing 
date February 12, 1795, by lot No. 84, bounded and containing as 
follows, to wit; Beginning at a point on south side of Houston-street, . 
distant US feet 6 inches westerly from southwesterly corner of said 
Houston and Mulbeiry-streets, and running thence easterly along said 
Houston-sti'eet, about 40 feet 11 inches, to land formerly belonging 
to John P. Schermerhorn, thence running easterly along southerly 
line of said Suhermerhorn's land about 7B feet 8 inches to Mulberry- 
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street, aforesdd, thence running southerly along said MnlbBrry-street, 
27 feet 6 inches to noiiherly line of No. 83 oh said Ma[), thence 
westerly along northern, line of said lot No. 83, 120 feet to westerly 
line of said lot No. 84, thence northerly along said westerly lino of lot 
No. 84, 30 feet 3 inches to place of beginning. 



!Date of Oonreyance, April 
I, 1848. Recorded in 
liber 508, p. lOI, June 
19, 1848, Consideration 
$33,700. 
All those BIX certain lots, pieces, parcels of land with the build- 
ings thereon, situated, Ijdng and being in the Fonrteonth Ward of the 
City of New York, on South-west coi'ner of Houstoii and Mulberry- 
streets, in the said City, bounded and described a» follows: — Begin- 
ning at a point forming the intersection of the soiith-west corner of 
Houston and MulbeiTy-streets, aforesaid, running thence south along 
west side of Mulbeny-street, to the land lata belonging to Moses 
Leon, now deceased, C5 feet 9 inches, thence west along said last 
mentioned land, ISO feet to land formerly belonging to Luke Usber, 
thence north along said last mentioned land and land of George 
Heydon, Lessee, to Houston-street, aforesaid, 45 feet, thence easterly 
along said Houston-street^ IIG feet sis inches, tp place of beginning. 
Alio, all those certain pieces or parcels of land beginning at a point 
on west side of said Mulberry-street, formed by intersection of saii? 
west side of Mulberry-street with south line of land late of Leon, de- 
ceased, and which point is supposed to be distant south from the south 
west comer of said Houston and Mulberry-streets, 90 feet and 11 in- 
ches, thence along western ^de of said Mulberry-fitreet, 48 feet 2 
inches to along and including the land conyeyed bj Nathan Bangs, 
and others, executors, &&, and Elizabeth Sandford, to said George 
W. Hale, by deed dated April 15, 1836; thence west along stud 
southern tmundary of last mentioned land, 135 feet, to land formerly 
belonging to William Jones ; thence north 45 feet and 6 inches to said 
landlateof Moses Leon, deceased; thence east along southern bound- 
ary of last mentioned land 130 feet to said Mulberry- street, the place 



George Washington Oostar aml~\ Date of Conveyance, July IQ, 1848; 
Ssni-y Arnold Goitar, \ Eec in liber 610, p. 60, July 

to \ 28, 1848. Considei-ation, $11, 

John Hughes. J 64-100. 

All that certain strip, piece, or parcel of land situate, lying, and 
being on east side of Avenue B, commencing at a point on east side 
of said Avenue B, distant 118 feet 8 inches southerly from the south- 
east comer of Eighth-street and said ATenue B, and running thence 
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east, and parallel mtU said Eighth-street 100 feet; thenca running 
Boulb and parallel with said Avenue B 3 inches; thence running 
west and parallel with said Eighth-street 100 feet to aaid Avenue B; 
thence running northerly along easterly side of said Avenue B 2 inches 
to place of beginuIiiE, 



Date of Conveyanoe, November 8, 1848. Re- 
cord in liber 510, p. 82, November li, 1848. 
Consideration, $10,022,37-100. 



Mary Ann Qaffney, "! 

Bernard Gaffney, 

and Arthur JiDmi^ 

nelly, ExetMtoi 

to 

John Siighes. 

All those certain lots, pieces or parcels of ground, situated, lying and 
being in the Eighteenth "Ward of the City of New York, on the 
east side of Madison avenue and south side of Twenty-scventh-street, 
and taken together bounded as follows viz. ■ beginning at the point east 
side Madison avenue distant 98 feet inches south from the south aide 
of Tweniy-seventh-Btieet thonte running east at right angles to Madi- 
son, avenue, along ground now oi hte belonging to Sauler, 

Same as Release of Dowei 



Jiw. /. V. Wmiemelt, AhsuJ; 1 D'ite of Conveyance, June 14, 1848. 
to > Raoord in liber 538, p. 444, June 

Jahv. MiigThes. ) 15, 1840. Consideration, $950, 

Four certain lots of ground, situate, lying and being in the Twelfth 
Ward of the City of New York, and known and distinguished on a 
map of the property of Peter Poillon, made by J, F. Bridges, City- 
Surveyor, hearing date September, 1836, and now on file in Register's 
office as lots Nos. 541, 542, and 543, and taken together are hounded 
as follows r North by the central line between One Hundred and 
Seventeenth and One Hundred and Eighteenth-streets, west by a line 
parallel to Fourth avenue on the east side thereof 1 60 feet therefrom, 
southerly in fi-ont by One Ilundred and Seventeenth-street, and east 
by a line drawn parallel to Fourth avenue on the east side thereof at 
a distance of 300 feet therefaim; each of said lots being 25 feet in 
width in front and rear and about 100 feet deep on each side, with the 
church edifice erected thereon. 



Hiahard ITdn, Clergyman,) Date of Conveyance, December 1, 1848. 
to I Eeoord in liher 52T, p. 2TD, Si.'pt. 19, 

John Suglies. ) 1840. Consideration $3,000. 



b> Google 



A\D in_iiri Jirr infiics 137 

ed and deacnbed ts foUona thai is to &ay — loegmnmg at a point on 
east side of ivenuu 11 distant 43 feet 8 inohes more oi leaa south 
fiom the south hue of the Avenue nnd innning thenoe east and 
parallel with Eighth street 100 feet, thenoe running soutli and parallel 
with Avenue B 2i feet 4 inche" moi e oi lee^ , thence running west and 
parallel With Eighth-street^ 100 feet to Avenue B, and thence running 
north along Avenue B 34 feet 4 inches, more or less, to pkee of begin- 
ning. 



Oregory Billon, ) Bate of Conveyance, August 20, 1850. Recorded 
to I in libev B51, p. 301, August 31, 1850. Conai- 

JbM Sughe^ J deration, $10, 

All those five certain lota, pieces or parcels of land, together with 
the buildings thereon, known aa St. Peter's Church, situated, &e., in 
Third Wai-d of the Oity of New York, contiguous to each other, 
being part of the lands commonly eaUed an* known by the name of 
the Church Farm, distinguished on map thereof by numbers 86, 88, 
87, 6S, 89, bounded north by Barclay-street, west by Ohurch-street, 
and south and east by the other lots, part of said Church Farm ; the 
whole being in extent towards Barclay-street 100 feet, towards 
Ohurch-street 136 feet, oa south side 100 feet, and on east side 
125 feet 

It is to be rememliei-ed that the value of property at the 
time tliese conveyances were made is very different from its 
value now. What cost ^70,000 a few years ago, is worth 
$400,000 now, and what cost 8610,000 then has sold for $40,000 
since. Let the Ardiblshop possess his soul in patience — liefore 
the end he shsill hear not only of his dealings with the living, 
but with the dead in whose decease and burial he profits. 
Very respectful iy, for to-day, 

I am yours, &c., 

EEASTUS BROOKS. 
New- Yokk, April 20, 1855. 
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ARCHEI9HUP IHJUHL, !. SESATOR BROOKS. 

3b the Editors of fits Comm aiid Unqim-er : 

Thbeb is a iBOi-al of general utility involved iiiicl in process 
of increasing development m the controversy between Senator ■ 
Broolts and myself, wlucli the piiblio will do well to store away 
in its naemory. It I date mtLe a suggestion for the benefit of 
the rising generation Vtha aie now reoeiving .instruction in the 
public schools, I would urge the teachers to impress upon the 
children the possibility of their giving utterance to some iklse- 
hood, — since to en is humnn, — but to caution them at the same 
time against the culpajiility and dangers of atterapting to main- 
tain a falsehood, if by any mi'Jbrtuiie they should bave asserted 
it. And as an illustration, they might say to the classes — " Just 
look at the condition of feen^toi Bioolcs, wbo is actually in this 
predicament." The Senator begins his unfortunate defence in 
the Cornier and E)iguirer of tbs morning, by the following as- 
sertion; 

" My statements in the Senate were : 

"First. — As to the fact of the property owned by -lohn 
Hugh^ — meaning the Archbishop, 

" Secondly. — As to the value of the property thus hold by 
John Hughes, meaning the Archbishop. 

" Thirdly. — As to their transfer from Trustees to John 
Hughes — meaning the Archbishop." 

He adds : " I am charged with falsehood in these my several 



It is not true that these were Mr. Senator Brooks's state- 
ments in the Senate. It is not true that Mr. Brooks has been 
chained witli falsehood in these his several statements. Mr. 
Bi-ooks knows that neither of these assertions of his is true. 
And Mr. Brooks knows that he shall be my witness to prove that 
he knows that they are not true. 

In his speech in the Senate, niter having pi*ofessed to make 
himself acquainted with the amoimt of property held by John 
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Hughes, in this city, as taken from the. Itegister's offics, he goes 

" IsTippose its value to Ee, in New York alone, not miuh eliort of 
ji/oe millions o/doUars. So fierfTom, this property heing held, wlien. 
in Churches, iy Fruateea, there are num&'oua tran^ere from Trtisteea 
to John Hughes. Beginning viith February, 1843, and oontinuiaig 
through 18B4, a friend of mme copied fifty-dght entries of as many 
diatinot parcels of property made m the name of land for Jobs 
HuaHBS, all in the space qf twehe years. — Not to John Hdghes, 
Bishop,notio John Hitghe9, ArchtJfiBishop {8ic).,nor to Saws 'B.v'ism, 
as trwatee of the RoToam. Gatkolio Ghfurah, iut to plain John Huohbs, 
in his propria persona. Some qf these parcels cover ishole sqtim-es of 
tand, ana nearly all of them, are nf great value." 

[Speech of Mr. Brooks delivered in the Senate of New York on 
the 6th of Mai-cb, 1856.] 

When Mr. Brooks attempts in his letter of this morning to 
substitute another set of statements instead of these, and de- 
clares them to be t^e statemente made by him in the Senate, he 
does that which an Iionorable man, with the knowledge lyhich he 
has, would have shruult from doing. He famishes, like a broken- 
dowa "witness under cross-examination, the very testimony which 
is fatal to himself. 

The charge of falsehood was made against his statements as 
found in his speech, and not against the silly subterfuge of state- 
ments as set down in his letter of this morning. Having dispo- 
sed of this point in which Mr. Brooks is witness against himself, 
we must proceed to examine the restdt of his labors in trying to 
make up for the two thousand two hundred and seventy-five per 
ot. which his account, after his first day's investigation of tlie 
Eecords, left as a balanoe to be still accounted for, between the 
truth of his defence anH the falsehoods of his speech. 

I shall endeavor to allow a great many trifling things to pass 
to the credit of Mr; Brooks, so as to relieve him, if possible, 
from the weight of the burden under which he labors. He be- 
gins by alleging that he is borne out ni regard to conveyances 
from trustees by the fact tliat the trustees of St. John's Roman 
Catholic Church gave me a lease of fh.eir property. Now one of 
two things : — h man who has a lease is either the owner of the 
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property or lis is not. If he is not the oivner, tlie property has 
not been conveyed to him in the sense of Mr. Brooks's state- 
ment, that numerous transfers of property were made to mo by 
ti-ustees; and, in that event, Mr. Brooks has fiiilecT to prove his 
aasei-tion. He has only proved that I am the tenant of the trus- 
tees of St. John's Church ; and if he flunks this warrants his 
statement, then a lease, according to Mr. Brooks, will be equiva- 
lent to a deed in fee simple. This is Eadiealism, Fourierism, 
such as has not been put forth before. But besides, it so hap- 
pens that this St. John's Roman Catholic Chnrch has been al- 
ways, and now is managed, in its temporal afKiira, by lay trastees, 
and the Archbishop has never meddled with them, except when 
they attempted, once or twice, to disregard the discipline of the 
diocese in other respects. 

The next pretended trustee is Mr. Bartliolomew O'Connor, 
who became legal assignee of one of our bankrupt boards of lay 
trustees, and who transferred it according to law, and entirely in 
his civil capacity, as an agent of the law.' The Archbishop pur- 
chased it at the high^t price it would bring, paid its debts, and 
preserved it for the uses of religion to the congregation by whose 
exertions it had been built,' and by whose lay trustees it would 
have been, ruined if the Archbishop had not taken it iu hand. 

Mr, Brobks demurs as to the question of conveyance from 
Andrew Byrne, and denies that he duplicated. But he corrects 
his error in a way which surprises me. He says now that the 
transfers were made, not by Andrew Byrne to me, hut hy me 
to Andrew Byrne. His words are:— "If he, the Archbishop, 
will look again, he will see that there were two transfers Jrom 
him" (the Archbishop) " to Andrew Byrne." Now, if this be 
so, it will tell against Mr. Brooks, and actually increase, instead 
of diminishing the per-centage of difference between the ti-uth of 
his defence, and the felsehooda of his speech in the Senate. He 
acknowledges, however, that in the case of Geo. Wildes, and 
Agues his wife, he. Senator Brooks, did duplicate, and counted 
tlie saine transfer twice, and in reference to this, I am proud to 
see him acknowledge the truth. He says : 
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"I owe it to the public to state that a ti-aasfer of property 
was twice cited lij me by mistake, because it was so written." 
Well, well, whether it was so wi-itten or uot, this little confession 
will do him no hai-m. 

But, nnfortunately, Mr. Brooks shows scanty signs of peni- 
tence ; for, although he acknowledges that he duplicated, he does 
not omit to add the false citation to the number of entries. In 
his preceding letter, the conveyaaces, according to Mr. Brooks, 
amonnt-ed to ten. Wow strike out from ten, one entry which he 
duplicated, and let us suppose him correct in stating, as he does 
in his letter of this date, that two other entries whieli he had 
adduced as from Andrew Byrne to John Hughes, were in reality 
from John Hughes to Andrew Byrne, Ms ten entries of yester- 
day aa-e reduced to seven " for to-day." Still, after acknowledg- 
ing these mistakes, Mr, Broolis dashes on, and counts his convey- 
ance for to-day as No. 11 instead of No. 8. This is from Zach- 
ariah Kuntz to John Hughes, and is, no doubt, the ground on 
which the St. Francis Church, in 31st St., now stands. 

No. 13, according to MJr, Brooks, but No. 9, according to his 
corrected statement, is from James Foster and his wife to John 
Hiighes. The Senator does not say tliat Mr. and Mrs. Foster 
had been Trustees of a Catholic Church. 

No. 13 is Sarah Eemsen to John Hughes. 

No. 14 is George W. Hall, of Buffalo, to John Hughes. 

No. 15 is from James Rae, of Macon, Georgia, to John 
Hughes. 

No. 16. George W. Hall and wife to John Hughes. 

No. 17. G> W. and H. A. Costar to John Hughes. 

Here I must pause to point out an instance of the exceeding 
exactness and scrupulosity with which our Senator describes the 
dimensions of this particular lot. He says it is between 7th and 
8th streets, and is "one hundred feet by two inches.''^ See what 
it is to be exact. A few more discoveries of this kind will mount 
up towaiTils the five millions. One hundred feet by two inches! 

No. 18. Mary Anne Gaffney, B. Gaffuey, and A, J. Donnelly 
to Jolin Hughes. 
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No. 19. John y. Westcryelt, aheiift to John Ilngh > 
No. 30, Richard Kein, dei^ymiin, to Johu Ilughus 
No. SI, Gregory Dillon to John Hughe=i 
Thu"] clones Senator Brooks'^ second day 9 hbci m finding ont 
h f p p CO d [ '■1 all not e^anmiG 

h h ^ h as h Seintor lias i resented 

1 m I h 11 ly 1 h h kll like out thiee from 

jjj 1 d 1 bj hiniself — then theie 

will h B I i h t Albany he asaeited 

1 h ! 1 p d ITT £ OF AS MAM BISTIHOT 

d th m ot land from John 
H h O f li h h d 1 &o fir, but ejghtoen , 

and he has foity more to hnd out, if he would support the false 
statement of hia speech. — But Mr, Brooks begins to. despair of 
the Recorder's Office, aad I shall not trouble him further at pre- 
sent in regard to it, except to say that I shall hold him account- 
able for the forty other entries which would be necessary to 
change the statement in his speech from a falsehood into a fact. 
He hopes to prove, however, from the Catholic Almanac, what the 
E(^ister's office falls him in. He says the diocese of Brooklyn has 
fifteea churdies, and insiniiates that I am the owner of tliem all- 
The dioeese of Buffiilo has a hundred churches, and that of Albany 
eighty-seven, and Mr, Brooks arranges his defence so as to insinu- 
ate tlut these churches belong to me, I may tell him that all 
church property in the dioeese of Brooklyn, Albany and Buffiilo 
belong to the Catholic people of each. 

But Mr. Brooks is determined that I shall be i-icli whetlier 
I will or not, and he enumerates, not as from the Register's office, 
but as from the Catholic Almanac, among other items of prop- 
erty, "The Confraternity of the Rosary, &:c., &c" "The Arch- 
Confraternity of the Immaculate Heai-t of Mary." — He does not 
tell us by whom conveyances were made to us of these parcels 
of property. We may suppose, however, that they are from 
John Doe and Richard Roe and their wives, as found recorded 
in Lib, 1,750, page, a little short of 5,000,000. 

Our veracious Snnat-or next, enumerates as my property : 
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" The Eedemptorist Coavent, 3d street. 

" College of St. Francis Xayier, West 15th street. 

" Community of Brothers, Canal street. 

" Academy of tbo Holy Infiint Jesns, Mantattanville. 

" Convent of the Sacred Heart, near ManhattauTille. 

" Sacred Heart Aoaclemy, near Harlem. 

" Conyeiit of Sisters of Mercy, Houston and Mulberry. 

"Academy of St. Vincent, 107tH street. 

" St. Mary's School, East Broadway." 

I must tell Mr. Brooks, that ia this long list of instituEioiis 
I have not the slightest portion of property, as he will find if he 
takes 'the trouble to examiae the records of the Register's office 
a little more minutely. 

In the Senator's next effort I would suggMt to him, if he can 
do it honestly, to diminish the large per oentage of difference 
between whatever is of tnitb in his defence and the falsehood of 
statements made by him in his speech at Albany, by slipping in 
to my account, towards making up the five millions, a large slice 
of the real estate, which, it is generally understood, is owned by 
William B. Astor, Esq. — Of course I have said, if this can be 
done honestly. It will save the Senator the trouble of going 
out of this city, either to the diocese of Albany, or Buffalo, or 
Brooklyn. 

Let us now come b n of tlie matter. We allowed 

him for his first day s Register's office a discovery 

of property to the u m f hundred thousand dollars. 

Por his second, and j n u ag him in making out bis five 

millions, we wiU alio c to be worth two hmdred 

thousand more. Let u a b 

According to Senator Brooks in the Senate of New York, on 
the 6tb of last March, the property of Archbishop Hughes, in 
the City of New York alone, was worth ^4,750,000 

Mr. Brook's first day's investigation of the Arch- 
bishop's real estate, say, , . $200,000 
Second day's ditto,' .... 300,000 

Deduct .... MOO.OOO 

Balance between trutli and falsehood stall to be ac- 
counted fov by the Senator . . , ?4,.'S50,000 
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Besides this, Mr. Brooks will have to acooxiut for tto forty 
missing entries on the Eegister's books, which he paraded before 
the Senate on the day and date above inentioned. And I hope 
he will not give up tlie Register's Office for the Catholic Alma- 
nac, or enumerate any more " Confratei-nities of the Eosary" 
among the paa-cels of my property. But what lias become of the 
■whole squaresof land which the Senator says were mine? Verily 
the Senator's case furnishes a moral, anfl should be held up as a 
beacon, cautioning youth especially against an attempt to sustain 
any statement which they know to be untrue. How easy, would 
it have been for Mr. Brooks to have come ont at first with the 
old saw, Atimanum eat ei-rare 9 How much less humiliating 
tlian hia present position, if he had said that he had been misled 
by the false statements of the Trustees' Petition from St. Louis's 
Church, Bufialo ; that for a moment the anti-popery mania had 
taken possession of hia will, mem.ory and understanding ; that he 
had been earned away by the passions of the hour, and did not 
reflect on what he was saying, &c., &c. 

His letter of this date shows that in his zeal to make up the 
difference between ti'utli and falsehood, he does not overlook the 
smallest things. We have seen already the minuteness with 
which he has set down that valuable property of mine, whicli, ac- 
cording to Lim, is a hundred feet one way by two inches the 
other. He has discovered, also, that, by a deed in the Eecorder's 
office, I am entitled to a free seat in the Iltilem Ea'h-oid cars 
from tlie City Hall to Fordham, and from Pordham to the C ty 
Hall, as often as I choose to ride It is ungeijerous m Mi- 
Brooks to quote this, because in hia speech he I'seited thit he 
spoke ofuiy property in thecity of New Yoil alone wheii.a'' if 
he reflects for a moment, he will perceive that this pr pei ty of a 
free seat in the Harlem Railroad cars, is only partly in the city. 
It is in the city from the Park to Harlem Bridge, and all beyond 
that is out of the city. This is a small matter, but Mr. Bi'oolts 
is so nice and scrupulous in his enumei'ations of my property, 
that I think he must have overlooked it through inadvertenoy. 

The public will perceive that in all I have hithei-to written 
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I , have not embarrassed the qu^tion by any explanation of the 
drcumstances under which property has been entered ia my 
name. I reserve to myself the privilege of giving a full and 
candid acoouufc of such matters, for the information of tliose who 
may talte an lEtereat in the question, so soon as Mr. Brooks shall 
have accounted for the balance of my property, constituting the 
ijifference, if he is to be believed, between. $400,000, for which 
we have given him credit already, and ^4,750,000 ■whieh he said 
my property in the city of New York alone was wortli, on the 
6th of last March. But I cannot dose the present communication 
without again directing the attention of the public to the dangers, 
not so much of making a &lse and foolish statement in a senato- 
rial speech, as Mr. Brooks has done, but of persevering, as Mr. 
Brooks does, in the attempt to sustain it by new subterfuges. 
1^ JOHN, Arohbishop of New Yobk. 
NE^y York, April 2 1 , 



SENATOE ERODES m. AECHBKHOr HUGni]B, 

2!) tlie .ESdwa of the Govrier and Miqtiirer. 

I am Still aOTused by " ^ John, Ardibishop of New York," 
of uttering and maintaining faxsehoods. My defence is called 
unfoTiunate, my statements false, foolish, and silly subterfuges, 
my poaition hwm.iliating, my testimony, fatal to myself, and, to 
sum up all in a sentence, I have done that which " an honorabh 
man viould sltrink from doing." Tiiis is a heavy load for aa 
Ai-chbishop to buckle on the shoulders of an humble hymm like 
myself; but if his Arch Highness is go t nt th the p gr a 
of the controversy, so am I. If he is at fi 1 -n th 1 t f 

epithets, I am content with my record f fa^t li I a. u 

awkward poaition," in the beginning, d ha mult pi d the 
awkwardness of that position," in th ntm ati a f this cor- 
respondence, so much the worse for i an 1 n h th 1 tt r 
for the Archbishop. 

1 shall proceed in the debate aslla h rn. hj^ f tie 
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salie of a good cause, neither to lose my temper 
The chaiges of " falsehood" aud " folly," of " dishonor" and 
" humiliation," fall harmless, at my feet. They neither disturb 
my nerves by day, nor my rest at night. Each of us are address- 
ing au intelligent people, who are eapa'ble of deciding questions 
of veracity between man and man, upon the record which liis 
Grace and myself are furnishing the public. I have but a single 
regret in all the controversy so fer, and that is, that all those 
whom the Archbishop addresses through the*'public press, I am 
not also permitted to speak to in the same way. In that " mean- 
est of all printed newspapers, the New Torh Etepress" — as the 
amiable and gentlemanly Archbishop is pleased to style a journal 
in wMch my name is assodated with others, he has had a hearing, 
in full, which I have in vain called for, from the press under his 
control. This Kiay be deemed fair play at Eome, but fair meti 
in America, wkether Catholic or Protestant, will regard it as at 
least wanting in magnanimity and justice. 

I have been trying to find an apology for the irritability and 
personality of the gentleman who styles himself "tja Jons, 
Archbishop of New York." Tlie Legislature preceding the pre- 
sent were asked to pass a special Act for the benefit of him, hia 
sect and pai-ty, not only in violation of the spirit of the State 
acts of April 6, 1788, March 17, 1795, and all those acts com- 
bined in one, and which became the law of the State in 1813, 
but in violation of the SSth article of tbe old Constitution, which 
declared in terms that tlie People and State were " required by 
the benevolent prindples of rational liberty, not only to expel 
civil tyranny, but also to guard against that spiritual oppression 
and intolerance whei'ewith the ambition of weak and wicked 
priests and princes have scourged mankind," 

The Legislature came near forgetting the old law, the old 
Constitution, and that equal and exact justice, whicli is the rock 
of our esistence as a free Republic. But reason prevailed over 
error. The Legislature uot only refused additional power to tlie 
Archbishop and his party then, but they, the successors of tliat 
Legislature, have taken steps to restore to Church Trustees, 
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Corporations and uidividnal worshippers, the 
poVer of which they were robbed by the Baltimore Ordinances 
of 1849 and 1853, and by the demands of the Archbishop him- 
self. 

Before I have done with the Archbishop, and his accusations 
of FALBBHOOD Bg£Hnst me, I shall have occasion to show that, im- 
mediately after the Baltimore Council of Bishops decreed, in 
1849, that all the clim-chea and other ecclesiastical property 
acquired by gifts, or through the obligations of the faithful, de- 
signed to be expended for charitable or religious uses belong to 
the Bishop, u less t ce t hed n w t ng tl at t as given, for 
some religious o der or cong e^atio of p es s — Archhlshop 
Hughes set al out s no o evanc s f chu h p operty to 
HiMSBLE, in all pa ts of tl e Stdte I 1 a e s 1 o veyanoes 
from Erie and elsei^l e e vil h vill appe 11 n g d season. 

My offence is,ra the eyes of the Archbishop, that I voted for, 
and-spoke for, the Church Property BOl of Mr. Putnam, so un- 
like Stat Church Property Bill, for the benefit of him and his, 
which was before a previous Legislature, I have shown the 
■Archbishop's zeal to possess the temporalities of the people of 
his dioeese and of the State, I have pointed to hia titles and 
hia deeds, and overhaiiled a long list of records to him, his heirs 
and assignees. I have, I thinlt, through these records, made the 
Archbishop hateful ia his own eyes, and certainly a reproach 
even among many of his own people, whose sympathies and en- 
com-agement I have. He reads in the Cliarch Property Bill a 
law of the State, overthrowing the decrees of his Council of 
Bishops, and putting an end to those transfers of church pro- 
perty, whether of trustees or persons when conveyed to ^ Joha 
Hughes. That law puts an end to grants, conveyances, devises, 
and leases to persons in ecclesiastical offices, or to their si 
and it grieves the Archbishop to the quick, to see his i 
accumulations checked by law, and the people whose spiritual 
leader he is, placed even in control of those walls of brick and 
mortar, which have been built by the labor of their own hands. 
He may deny a priest to those who conform to the law, and 
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tlireatoH a himdreiJ churches as lie dicl the St. Louis Church at 
EuiFalo, that he will see thsii' edifices, brick by briolt, tumble to 
pieces "before he will grant them a spiritual teacher, or priest. 
Or, he may fulfil his declared intention of defeatuig tKe law of 
the State, if he can, through those ^^professional gentlemen" 
who "may discover some defect in the framing and wording of 
the enaet^nent wMeli will render it inapplicable!" But let me 
whisper to him, thus early, that other Legislaturea will fill the 
chinks and crannies which his crafty mind thus opens m advajice, 
and whicli sliilful lawyers may aid him m keeping open for a 
season. The law lias a spirit as well as a letter, and in this land 
the rule of conduct with all good citizens is, that the law must 
be obeyed — even by archbishops. 

I begiu my. additional record to-day with another conveyance 
"from Trustees to John Hughes," and preface it with the Areh- 
bishop's repeated declaration, recorded in the Express, recorded 
in the Courier, and recorded in the Times, on two different -days 
of two different weeks, that I was guilty of FALSseoon, in de- 
claring that clini'ch property liad been conveyed to him by 'J'rus- 



STATESnOiT IN TnB ARCIIBISHOP'i 

"I have neyer received or ac 
cepted AKV tvaiufer of ajty -pro 
pertiy whatever from Titutees. 
" * Mr. Brooks's state 



e who asserts that 
conveyances of real 
were made by Trva- 
t gross, and, tov. 



The Archbishop 

See the conveyance of tlio— 

Trhstees of St. John's Ratnatn, 
Catholio Okwrch. to John Hughes, 
dated July ITth, 1844, 909 years. 
Consideration one csat a year I 

I now place- 

Thb Akohbishop against him- 
self. See his letter April IQtb. 

See by his own eomment upon 
conveyance No. 8, cited by me, 
where ho admits tliat Mr, Bartlio- 
lomew O'Connor (in the case of 
his transfer to John Hughes) " was 
only the Assignee [to him] of a 
Bankrupt Board of Trusters !" 
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But the end is not yet, though this migiit do for a poor lay- 
EQ OB, like myself, iu a controversy with a diatiBgnished Arcb- 
biehop. But, as I ssiid there T^ere more conveyaucea tiimi one 
to John Hughes, from Trustees, I am, perhaps, bound to dte 
jnoro than the two of this class already named, albeit I could not 
see the cause of the Archbishop's soreness on this point until the 
tnith flashed upon my mind, that all aiioh conveyances from 
Trustees to John Suffhea were illegal and void! 

Trustees have no authority to convey church property to 
archbishop, bishop, or priest, except upon application to the Su- 
preme Court, ■which, I believe, has in no instance, in the record 
before me, been done. This is the law, and the Archbishop has, 
therefore, received and holds property in yiolatiou of law, which 
belongs to the Trustees, or those for whose benefit the trust was 
held ! Will tlie possessor retuz'n tJiis property to the legal 



■But let me give another of the Archbishop's examples of 
avoiding issues and facts. He says : 

" He (Mr. Brooks) begins by alleging that he is borne out in regard 
to conveyaccos from trustees by the fact that the trustees of St. John's 
Roman Catholic Church gave me a lease of their property. Now one 
of two things: A man who has a lease is eitlier the owner of the 
property or he is not If he ia not the owner, the property has not 
been conveyed to hun in the sense of Mr. Brooks's statement, that nu- 
mei'oua transfers of property wefo made to me by trustees; and, in 
that event, Mr. Eroolis has failed to prove hia assertion. He has only 
proTed that I am the tenant of the trustees of St. John's Okuroh ; and 
if he thinks this warriinta his statement, then a lease, according to Mr, 
Brooks, will be equivalent to r deed in fee simple. This is Radicalism, 
Fourierism, such as has not been put forth before." 

My answer is, that that is property which the law malces 
property, and a conveyance for 999 years at one cent a year, to 
John Hughes, his heirs and assigtiees, makes the property his, 
morally, legally, actually. It is in his name, at his disposal, 
under his control. It is so recorded, and nothing but his will 
and pleasure can change the record. 

If the Archbishop will leave off callJng names long enough 
to refer to the 2d Revised Statutes he will find, pages 162 and 
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171, last edition, sections 1 anO 5S, the following to "bo tiio law 

" The term ' conveyance,' as used in this chfipter, shall be con- 
strued to embrace every instrument in writing by which any estate is 
created, aliened, mortgaged or assigned, or by which the title to any 
real estate may be effected in loan or equity, except last wills and tes- 
taments, leases for a term not exceeding three years, and executory 
contraoto for the sale or purchase of lands." 

The following exti-aet from the Ilevised Statutes ^vill siiow 
that property held in tlie Bishop's name,''i3 his also, unless thus 
held in violation of other statutes : 

"ETevy conveyance of rea,l estate, within this State hereafter made, 
shall be recorded in the office of the Olerk of the County where such 
real estate sliall be situated, and every such conveyance not so recorded 
shall be void as against any subsequent purchaser in good faith and 
for a valuable consideration of tbe same real estate or any portion 
thereof, whose conveyance shall first be duly recorded," 

The Archbisiiop, as badly off in law as in fact, must now fly 
to some other technicality to find means of escape. One cannot 
but marvel to see His Grace misquote my speech — (as where he 
twice. puts land for antf) — and feel pity for Mm when he mis- 
states my letter in regard to the conveyance from Andrew Byrne. 
The record stated that the transfer was to John Hughes, and I 
proved from that record that two distmct conveyances, of two 
distinct parcels of property, were made to him — John Hughes. 
He is welcome to the advantages of aii obvious typographical 
error, A resort to such sti-aws shows the weakness of his cause 
and the desperation of his mind. Dealing with one who uses 
such weapons, and hides himself behind such a i'efuge, I almost 
forget that I am dealing with one who is styled the "Most Rev. 
John Hughes, D.D., Ai-chbishop of the Province and Archdiocese 
of New York," 

But I have not done with the conveyances of property to 
John Hughes — meaning the Archliishop — nor with the convey- 
ances of trustees to him, I am called over and over again a 
falsifier on this point, and here is a contumation of my answer 
to such courteous demmciatious. 
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From the Register's Office, CJiVy of Nem York. 

w^^.,^ZtTm.„..T. 1 Date of Oonyeyance, Dea fl, 1851.— Ee- 
SVansJiguratzon Church I ^^^^^^ .^ ^^^^ g^^_ p^^^' ^eg. Con- 

JoMSugTies. J sideration one dollar, 

-4i!i those two cert^n lots of ground situate, lying and being oa 
north side of Chambers street, in the City of New York, and whioh,, 
on a map or suvyey made by Oassine H. Goei'ch, City Surveyor, dated 
May 7, 1796, are known and dietinguished by lots numbers IG and 17, 
adjoining eack other, and are together bounded south by Chambers 
street, north ty lots numbers 86 and S7 on said map, and west by lot 
number 16, and east by lot number 13 on said map, being together, 
front and rear, 50 feet in breadth, and in length 75 feet 7S inches, 
agreeably to said map ; and also, all that certain messuage or dwelling- 
house, and lot, piece or parcel of ground situate, lying and hatTi" in 
Eeade street, in the City of Hew York, described in a certain Inden- 
ture of deed recorded in liber 133 of Conveyances, page 11, as follows; 
all that certain lot, piece or parcel of land situate, lying and being in 
Keade street^ in the Siith Ward in the City of New York, known 
and distinguished by number 23, bounded north in front by Eeade 
street aforesaid, south in the rear by land claimed by John Agnew, 
west by ground belonging to Geo. Brinckerhoff, and east by giound 
claimed by heirs of Peter Nailor, containing in breadth, in front and 
rear, 35 feet, and in length, on each aide, 75 feet 7 inches. 



Peier Jehnston anil Date of CouTeyance, Mai'ohS, 1G£ 
MaTOia, his wife, [ in liber 633, p. 498, March 4, 1863. Consid- 
to'John Hughes. J eration $3,709. 
All those certain, two lota, pieces or parcels of ground, situate, 
lying and being in the Eighteenth Ward of the City of New Torlt, and 
bounded and desciibed as follows r beginning at a point on the south 
line of Fifteenth street, at the distance of 360 feet westerly from isouth- 
west comer of Fifteenth sti'eet and Avenue B, thence running north- 
west along said south line to Fifteenth street 50 feet, thence running 
southwest at right angles to said south line and parallel w th vfeat line 
of Avenue B, 108 feet 3 inches, to a line equi d ta t from Fourteenth 
street and Fifteenth street, thence running along sa d last mentioned 
line southeast and parallel with said south 1 ne of F ftee th street 50 
feet, and thence running northeast and parallel w th si d est line of 
Avenue B, 103 feet 3 inches to place of beg n ng 

KUWBEIt TWBNTT-FO B 

Mi>^aelMcKeonom.A^ ^^^^ ^^ Conveyance, June 13, 1S58 ; Recorded 
■ 1 liber 650, p. 334, Nov. 5, 1853. Consid- 



eration, $8,000. 
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All tliose two certain lots, pieces or parcels of land, situate, lying 
and being in the Ninth Ward of City of New York, known and distin- 
guished on a map or chart of the propei-ty of Trinity Church, called 
the 3d E. N. Division of the Church flirm by the numbers 315 and 21 6, 
the said lots lying together, being bounded and deBoribed aa follows : 
^Beginning on the south side of Le Boy street, at a point distant 100 
feet eastwardly tMxa the comer formed by its intersection witit the 
easterly side of Greenwicli street; running thence southerly at right 
angles to Le Roy street 100 feet: thence .eastwnrdly, parallel with 
Le Roy street 60 feet ; thence northwardly at right angles to Le Roy 
street 100 feet to Le Roy street; and thence westwardly along the 
south lino of Le Koy sti'eet 60 feet to place of beginning; each of said 
lots being 35 feet front and rear, and 100 feet on eaeli side. 



Date of Conveyance, April 37, 1853. Record- 
- , - ■ j- ed in liber 631, p. 438, May 26, 1863. Oon- 

John m^MB. J ^ideration, |500. 

All that certain lot, piece or parcel of land situate, lying and being 
on tlia north side of One Hundred and SoTcnteenth street, iu the 
Twelfth Ward of the City of New York, and bounded and described aa 
follows, viz. ; Commencing at a point on the said north fude of One Hun- 
dred and Seventeenth street, distant 390 feet east from northeast cor- 
ner of One Hundred and Seventeenth street and Fourth Avenue ; run- 
ning northerly and parallel with Pourth. Avenue 100 feet to the centre 
line of the, block between One Hundred and Seventeenth and One Hun- 
dred aud Eighteenth streets; tiience east and parallel with One Hun- 
dred and Seventnenth street 35 feet ; thence south and parallel with 
Fourth Avenue 100 feet to said north side, of One Hundred and Seven- 
teenth street, md thencu westerly along said north aide of One Hun- 
dred and feeventeenth stieet 35 foet to point or place of beginning. 



'hV?, 'f 1 As.isnm.nl of L..«. 

.mi. J «».»»»■ 



Eecorded in liber 
1361. Consideration 
Joint h 
Trustees appointed by the Supreme Court in place of Chavks 0. 
Rice, D. D , Suri eying AiAi^tiee, &c. 



Thomas Zeimoii J Date of Conveyance, Aug. SO, 1851. Recoi'd- 

to > ed in liber 683, page 378. Consideration, 

John Eughm. ) %1. 

All and singular those certain lotiS, pieces or parcels of land situate, 

lying and being in the Nineteenth Ward of City of New York, and 

severally known and distinguished on a certain map drawn Feb, 10, 
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1851, by D. Eweii, City Surveyor, and filed in Register's Office as Nos. 
41, ^, 43 and 44, which said four lots, taken together as one parcel, 
are in the aggregate dascHbed lis follows, that is to say ; Beginning at 
a point on the aoathwcst line of Eighty-fourth street, distant 800 feet 
southeast from intersection of southeast line of the Viilh. Avenue with 
the southeast lino of Eighty-fourth street; thence running; northwest, 
but along the southwest line of Bighty-fourtb. street 100 feet ; thenco 
southwest hut parallel to Fifth Avenue 103 feet and 2 inches; thenco 
southwest, thence southeast, but pai-allel to Eighty-third sti-eet, 180 
feet; thence northeast but parallel to Fifth Avenue 103 feet and 2 
inches, t« place of beginning. 



Henry QnTmeU and'\ 

Sm'altM., lihwife, (Date Feb, 1, 1853. Keoorded in liber ii2B, p. 
to I S05, March 1, 1833. Consideration, $12,000. 

John Sugkes. J 

All those certain lots, pieces, or parcels of land, situate, lying, and 
being on north side of Fourteenth street, in the Eighteenth ward of 
tlie city of New York, being part of certain promises convoyed to said 
. Henry Grinnell by Eliphalet Nott and wife, by deed bearing date 
August 1, 1851, and recorded in Register's Office, in libor S71I, page 
424, as the same are kid down and de«guated on the diagram annexed 
to said deed, by numbers 303, 304, 205, and SOB, which taken to- 
gether, are bounded and described as follows ; Beginning at a point 
on the north side of Fourteenth street, distant 350 feet west trom 
north-west corner of Fourteenth street and Avenue B; running thence 
west along north side of Fourteenth street 100 feet ; thenco north, 
on a line parallel with Avenue B, 108 feet 8 inches, to centre lino of 
block between Fourteenth and Fifteenth streets ; thence east along 
said centre line 100 feet ; thence south, and on a parallel with Avenue 
B, 108 feet S inches, to place of beginning. 



rge S- Lawrpy^^ancU 

lam -^w", 'iis mfe, I -" j^,.|j| 

Jo-h-n.Eng-hes. J ^''^^^ 



sideration, ^3,400. ' 

AU those sis certiun lots, pieces, or parcels of ground, situate, 
lying and being in the Twelftli ward of the city of New York, and 
known aiid distinguished on a map of property belonging to Hicka, 
Lawrence & Co., surveyed Dec 27, 1953, and on file in the Register's 
Office, by numbers 61, 63, 08, 64, 66, and 68. Said lots being taken 
together are bounded and described .as follows : Beginning at a point 
on the north-west coi-ner of One Hundred and Thirty-flrst street and 
Elobmingdale road, mnning thence west along north line of Ono 
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Fundied and Thuty first street 143 feet, thence north iinl pinilltl 
witli Eleventh i^eti«e, 99 lect 10 inches thence east ind pariHe! 
Willi One Hundred and Tlittj first street, IDi feet to Bloomingdale 
loid, and thence south along west siic of Bloomingdale roat to 
phi^ of beginning 



John Huglm 



Date of Gonvejance, Februiry 2, 18S3 
Eecorded in liber 5a4, iiage 337, Feb 
ir, 1S53 Consideration, $t,000 



All those four certain lots, pieces, or parcels of land situate, l^ing, 
and being on •north-east side of Forty-second street, between Eighth 
and Ninth avenues, in the city of New York, and known and dis^ 
tinguished on a map and file in the Eegister's Office, by numbers 586, 
B87, 588, and 589, the said lota containing each 25 feet in width, in 
front and rear, and 100 feet 4 inches in depth on each side, and 
bounded south-west by Forty-second street, north-east by lots Nos. BBO, 
651, 553 and 553, south-east by lot No. 585, north-west by lot No. 690. 

The Archbishop will see tliitt while he is abusive in wori3s, I 
am not idle in facts. He will see that I have proved what I said 
ill the Senate in regard to his large possessions of properly in this 
City. He will see that I have proved what I said in regard to, 
conveyances to him from Trustees. He will see that I am re- 
porting pretty I'apid progress, too, in regard to the value of the 
Church Property held hy him in this City. He might see, if he 
would, the difference in value betweea property in this City ten 
and twelve years ago aud now, — but as he won't see without my 
aid, I shall furnish him with a pair of spectacles to do so by and 
by. He might make a clean bre^t of the magnitude of his pos- 
sesions ill real estate, if he would, aad thus save himself the 
mortification of seemg his duplicity exposed, and me the trouble 
of exposing that duplicity. But to quote John HpoiiEe, kuma- 
nuM est errare. I am more in pursuit of a prihoiplb than a 
man, and my object has been, is, and will be, to show how Anti- 
Eepuhlican in a Government like this, it is for any man, and 
most of all the Archbishop of a great Church, to be engaged as 
a Broker in Real Estate — to be employed in buying houses and 
lauds, churches and vacant lots, especially when some of those 
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lots, Teduced to 4 by 4, and 8 by 8, and 16 by 16, are specu- 
lated in aa burial places fou the pead. 
Foi' to-day, again, I am, 

Very respectfully, yours, &c., 

EllASTUS BROOKS. 
New Youk, April as, 186E. 



AECHBISHOP HUGHES TO SENATOR BROOKS. 

2b the Editors of the Courier and Enquirm- : 

I have charged Senator Brooks with falsehoods, uttered de- 
liberately by him in the Senate Chamber of New York, and cal- 
culated, if not intended, to inflict injury on my reputation. I 
have sustained the charge already to somo extent by facts, and 
pledge myself to the public that other facts shall not be wanting 
to complete the proof of my charge. In the mean time, Senator 
Brooks affects to ignore tho evidences that brand him as no hon- 
orable man would suffer himself to be branded, as nothing more 
than idle epithets that havo no meaning. If I call a man a 
thief, or the receiver of property stolon from me, he may say 
(provided he is innocent) that the charge of theft, or the receiv- 
ing of stolen goods, falls harmless at his feet— that if I am satis- 
fied with my " string of epithets," he is content with his " record 
of facts," But if I show on his person the very property which 
has boon stolen from me, it is too late for him to say that " my 
charges fall harmless at his feet." 

I use this illustration not aa intended to degrade Mr. Brooks 
in any way, but to point out to him thai when I charge him with 
falsehood, it is because he has been guilty of falsehood, and if ho 
dare deny the charge! am quite prepared to prove it. 

Our Senator, therefore, must see the necessity of standing np 
for his reputation. The matter is too serious for that philosophy 
which he attempts to put on. He should know that his friends. 
Lis constituents, the Legislature of New York, and the people of 
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the State and eoimtvy at largo, have an intei-eat in tis reputation 
whict he has no right to trifle with. No man is the absolute 
ovmer either of his life or chwacter. Neither the one nor the 
other is his property in any sense that would authoriao him to 
destroy or damage it. His life is the property of &od. Hia 
character belongs to his felloW'Jnen. His relation to either is 
that of a trustee, and society has a right to require that he shall 
act as a faitiiful guardian for the preservation of both. Mr. Sea- 
ator Brooks, therefore, is not at liberty to affect the philosophy 
of indifference when the charge of falsehood is brought against 
him on responsible authority. He has no right to let himself 
down to a position of acknowledged degradation, without making 
an effort to sustain himself against charges ■which are damaging 
to his character only in so far as, unhappily for him, they are too 

Again, Mr. Brooks may not attempt to throw dust into the 
eyes of that " intelligent people " whom we both address, by 
copying out extracts from the Register's OfSce as regards prop- 
erty conveyed to me. This is not the question. If Mr. Brooks 
had stated before the Senate that certain conveyances had been 
made to me in the City of New York, or elsewhere, he would 
have stated what I myself was the first to proclaim,-— what is 
known to the whole community of New York, and what requires 
no proof. It is known to all that for the last twelve or fourteen 
years, propei-ty designed for Catholic church purposes has been 
vested in the Bishop, — said property being in all other respects 
for its uses, its income, its, expenditures, as much the property of 
the several congregations, as if it had been invested in lay Trus- 
tees, — the only difference being that there is no authority where- 
by such property can be mortgaged and brought into jeopardy 
by irresponsible laymen without the knowledge and concurrence 
of the Bishop, By copying extracts from. the Kegister's Office, 
therefore, Mr. Brooks is attempting to prove what is not in dis- 
pute, what is admitted, what is known to all as a general fact. 

But even in his undertaking to prove what every body knows 
as to the general fact, Mr. Brooks is not justified in falsifymg 
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the records from which he pretends to give extracts. In this ho 
shows the moral danger of any attempt to sustain a primary 
falsehood, since every such attempt involves the necessity of hav- 
ing recourse to secondary, and, in maintaining tliese, to certify 
falsehoods ad infinitum nauseam. The fiat of the Almighty at 
the Creation, in reference to plants and trees, ordainlEg that each 
should bear fruit and seed according to its kind, is perfectly ap- 
plicable to truth and falsehood. Each bears fruit according to 
its kind. 

To elucidate this principle it -svill be suf&cicnt to state that 
in human thought or human language there are but three kinds 
of propositions possible. Birst, the proposition wliicli is true and 
which yields fruit aoeocdiug to its kind, requiring nothing but 
truth to sustain it. Second, the proposition which is false, and 
in like manner yields fruit according to its kind, making it ne- 
cessary that other falsehoods should bo invented and employed 
for its support. Third, a mixed proposition, which is partly true 
and partly false ; but which, when it oomes to be analysed, and the 
portion which is true divided from the portion which is false, will 
produce distinct corresponding fruits each according to its kind. 
The portion which is false will recL«ire falsehoods for its support, 
and the portion which is trae will rest exclusively for support on 
the fruits which it bears according to its kind. In other words, 
falsehood cannot be maintained by truth, nor does truth ever re- 
quire to be maintained by falsehood. 

Having premised these observations, I proceed to say that of 
the pnmary falsehoods contained in Mr. Brooks's speech in the 
Senate of New York, the first I shall notioe is the statement 
that " The value of Archbishop Bughes^s property in the city of 
New York alone is not much short of five millions of dollars." 
As Mr. Brooks is engaged in an attempt to sustain this falsehood, 
I shall reserve for another communication the proofs that it has 
already borne fruits according to its kind. 

The second is the statement in his speech that he " bad copied 
from the records fifty-eight entries of as many distinct parcels of 
property made in the name of and for John Hughes." The Sen- 
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ator's extracts from the Eegister'a Office, are an attempt to sus- 
tain this statement, and alttougli he has faisified the entries and 
counted^ at least oae entry twice over, as sBall be shown more 
fully hereafter, he has as yet reached only No. 30 out of fifty- 
eight, leaving twenty-eight distinct entries to he still accounted 
for. In regard to the fifty-eight entries, we find in his speech 
the following statement, embodied by way of annotation : — 
tho^ who were curious in such matters, Mr. Brooks t 
to the Senate the number, booh, and page of these several entries 
in the city of New York." This was on the 6th of last March. 
He has in his pretended extracts from the Register's Office 
counted some entries twicfs ; he has falsified others, and yet hav- 
ing arrived, aoeording to his own calculation, at No. 30 out of 
fifty-eight, for which he had day and date, book and number, and 
page to flonrish in the face of Lis brother Senators more than 
seven weeks ago, he now acknowledges himself as minus ha&ens, 
and begs for somebody to help him out of his difficulty. This 
may be seen from the following advertisement in that meanest 
of all printed newspapers, which it is unnecessary to mention : 



" The friends of the riaJita of CAureh 'Frusteea and tJie Lait/y 
affainst the vswrpatiam of AroKbiahop BagJiei and his aaaodates, are 
requested to sendaisfmetg qf comseyamjiBS ^ Ghiwrih Prm&eiy to Mm, 
to the oMoe of the Nem Torh Mjypress. Our oijeat is to elicit tlie trutk 
a! to the amovnt and ^alw of the Ohurch Property owned 'by the 
A ?6 liop arid h (uso wtee m office 

So then Senate B ots is now begging thit some body 
nay fi, n sh h m w th evidences to 'siipoit a 8tT,tement miJc by 
h m on tho Cth of M h ace mpaniud with a pretended eaiii 
bt of nun her look &c whi:,h contained the ofB.oial proofs 
of the statemeuts m his speech Veiily the Senators jropo 
sitlons are bearing fruit each leoordmg to its kmd 

The third of the primary falsehoo Is of his speech was that 
"some of these parcels coier uhoh sr/ a es of lani aid nea Ij 
all of them are of gieat value I take it tor grantel that 
Senator Brooks admits the falsehood ot this statement inasmui.h 
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as liiticrto ho tas made no alliasion to it. If, howevei', he does 
not admit its falsehood, swrely he will not withhold from the 
public the whereabouts of these whole squares of land. 

The fourth primary falsehood which I pointed out in the 
speech of the Senator is, that " namerous transfers of this pro- 
perty, or parcels of land, were made by trustees to John 
Hughes." 

I have always denied that I ever asked, sought, received, or 
accepted any property from lay trustees. This denial I repeat 
to-day with increased emphasis. My words in a public docu- 
ment, published before I had seen the speech of Senator Brooks, 
were, " that I never recognise in them " (trustees of the Catholic 
Church property) " the light of ownoiahip * * * * that they 
could not make over to uie the title of such propcity that it 
was not theirs in such t sense oi for such % purpose that they 
could not do it if they would Mi BrooLs affects to believe 
that he has invalidated this statement by the tact that the 
tmstees of St. John's ChuK.h made to me a ie^se of their pro 
[ eity for 999 years Now to piove the truth of my statement 
11 this particular it is only necessary to mention two facts 
Tl e one i t! at th s trinifei was that of a lease and Hot of 
I I ity I fecdmjl IS the filse statement in the Senatoi a 
f,j eoh imjied Ihe second js that so fir fiom accepting 
tt jiojLrty IS g vmg me any right of owner^hij I ha've 
never meddkd with the management of it*^ temjoril affiiis 
I octly 01 indirectly — that it is now ind always has been a I 
n nistered by lay tr istees just in the si^me minner as if no such 
transfer of lease had evei been made 

I wish it to be understood that oveiy icp it of extiiots 

which Mr, Brooks has hitherto pi t foith i^ fiom the Register s 

i hall b p £ Uy and crit cally esimincd by * ^rofes 

1 g nti m n with th vi w of showing number by number 

h w th al p m V f 1 ehoods of the Senatoi s speech 

I b n 1 t h d ng to its k nd in his attempt to 

t nthm rh S n t has obtaim,d tiom The Ti ale a 
t p n xt t d f om various newspijeis favoiable 
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to Ilia poaition. He forgets that the matters in debate between 
him and me are matters of fact and not of opinion. What if 
the legislature of New York and the Supreme Court of the 
United States gave an opinioD either in his favor or in mine. 
It would not he worth a straw, inasmuch as the question is not one 
of opinion hut one of fact. Two and two make four. That is 
a fact. And if any man were to say that they make five or 
aeven, tho ondorsoments of other men, possibly as blinded as 
himself, would not alter the state of his ease oae iota. 

Besides, these worthy confreres of Senator Brooks arc under 
a mistaken view of the subject. Thoy seem to suppose that if 
any property had been eonvejed to me, then Senator Brooks is 
right and I am wrong. They seem to suppose that I denied the 
ownership of any property. But this pretended ignorance must 
he a piece of affectation. They do not forget that in my very 
first letter I admitted the ownership of property, nor was I at 
all parsimonious in reserving a su£6cient amount to myself out 
of the unexpected fortune of twenty-five millions bestowed on 
me by The Preshyte^'ian^ which Mr. Brooks had the cruelty to 
reduce to a sum barely short of five millions. 

They do not forget that taking this diminished appropriation 
of the Senator as the standard of calculation, I reserved the 
amount of two millions as & provision against want in my old age, 
and devoted the surplus, say S2, 750,000, to the establishraaut 
of a great institutioa which was to bear the title of " The 
Erastus BnooKS Library " — that is, on the hypothesis that the 
Senator should point out where all this immense property was. 
The Senator has attempted to change the issue, and he writes 
little squibs himself, or gets others to write them for him, or 
aoeepts them if spontaneously offered, to the effect that he has 
triumphed over me, because he has proved that some coavey- 
ancGS of land have been made in my favor, which was never 
denied. But lot these kind editors help him out in showing the 
amount of property — tho fifty-eight entries — the numerous 
transfers from trustees — the whole squares of land, which, in his 
speech at Albany, on tho 6th of March, he stated were mine. 
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If tiiGy do not telj luni la til's wiy ttey di not IiJp him it •\\\, 
altliougli then little sjuibs mij fill uji a portion i,f tlip iV w 
yoi-A; S^^jeii, and induce ita reiJeis to thmk tlis.t foenator 
Brooks imigmes himseli to he making great progieas 

H'»ving di'iposed suflicieDtly of the SKiiatoi e labt e&oit, it 
leiist till a reliable mvestigatioii of the Eecoida sLiU have 
been made I will lose sight of the Senator and addiess the 
remaining portion of this oommunieation to the good sense and 
candor of my follow citizens, CathoUcs and Piotesfcints, whose 
esteem I value, <ind who may have been misled m their judg 
mont on the subject involved 

Fust — It he's been the piaotioe, eapeeially since the hiiA 
ruptcy of no les? than foui hoards of Oithoho Liy Tiustees in 
this city alone, to invest the title of new churches m the 
Eishcp This was confoimible to the disoiphne of the Cathobc 
Church aa regukfed hy the Piovineial Councila of Biltunore 
It was also m coufoimity with the wishes of the Cathohc people, 
at leait in this city, whjse temporal interests and leputdtion a9 
a relyoua commun ty had been almost dostioycd hy the bad 
management of lay tiuftces It is understood among Oatholioa 
that wliite(er may be the f>rm ot legil tenuie by which chuich 
property is held being once recognized as ohuioh ptoperty, it 
belongs not to the Bishop or the trustees, or the paiiahes, or the 
people hut that it is to be legaided as the propeity ot Cfod, set 
apart tor religious uses, and enjoyed for the common benefit ot al! 
Sictmdl// — Under these cucumstances, they lojk upon the 
luahop aa the natural guardian of projerty which has been 
created not by any gift or donation of the State but by then 
Lwn voluntaiy eontnbutions of chanty And whate\ei hw the 
Slit mty pasH there is one thing certain that nothing ie^s than 
coersiLU will induce the Oatholica to disccntmuo or withdraw 
the coi hdence which fhe'i have m their Bishof 8 as the natural 
guardians ot such pioperty They nevoi dream that the Bishop 
iii the ownei oi then church and chuich piopeity meicly hi. 
cause the deed thor of may he iei,ordcl m his name B'either 
will loss than coercion induce them to put their property, and 
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lay trustees shall have the powei of moitgaging— I wiU not say 
their property only, but also their upright aod hoEorable fame. 

IFon/rthly. — It is in this spirit and with this understandiDg 
that the Bishop is invested with the title of whatever church pro- 
perty is recorded in his name, either in the city of New York or 
throughout the diocese. Each church belongs, practically, to the 
Catholic congregation worshipping therein. Alt the churches of 
the dioeese belong in the same way to all the Catholics of the dio- 
cese. To suppose that the Bishop should alienate them, mortgage 
them, or in any other manner abuse his trust for his own use and 
benefit, is to suppose something that has never entered the minds 
of the Catholic people. And, for myaeff, I can say, that my sup- 
port since I have been appointed Bishop of New York, has been 
derived from the free and voluntary offerings of the flock com- 
mitted to my charge. Not so much as oue farthing has axjcrued 
to me from the nominal ownership of church property. 
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Fifthly. — It mast not be inferred from this that I am not 
Buffieiently provided for, whether as regards my personal ci- 
penses or the much weightier expenses incident to my position aa 
Catholic Archbishop of New York. In that respect I feel that I 
am very rich — rich in the confidence and affections of the people 
committed to my care — rich ia the moderate but sufficient sum 
which ia provided annually for the support of my person and my 
position — rich in the consolation derived from witnessing the 
increasing piety, harmony, union, zeal, and mutual charity of the 
people committed to my eare — rich in the consciousness that 
from the moment I was reluctantly induced to accept the office 
in the Church of which I then feit and still feel myself so un- 
worthy, I made an offering of my mind and heart, and life, for 
the glory of God, in promoting the spiritual and temporal welfare 
of the fiock over whom I was placed as Pastor by the great 
Bishop and Shepherd of our souls. 

Sixthly. — Having thus shown how rich a man I am, it is but 
fair now that I should state how poor. Fortunately the temporal 
affairs of my diocese are in good order, so that my successor, were 
I to die to-morrow, will only have to look at the private archives to 
understand at a glance the actual condition of matters and things. 
As representative of the diocese, I am personally indebted to the 
amount of thirty thousand dollars. But by way of assets I have 
in my personal right an amount of property which I suppose, if 
its value could be realized, would cover the debt, Mr. Brooks 
and his associates may feel an interest in knowing of what these 
assets consist and I will tell him. They are partly beijuests, 
partly donitions partly the h Dpe of a favorable decision in regard 
to a suit whi(,h w^'^ in ch^ncery before chancery was abolished. 
Besides this property whi(,h I consider as assets against my 
debts, I un the owner of a library which would be of little use 
to many of those who take an interest in the question of my pro- 
perty, hut which to me is very valuable. I am the owner of a part 
of the furniture of the house in which I live — but only a part. 
Let us now sum up. All that is Church property on Manhattan 
Island, whether the title be invested in me or not, belongs to tho 
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Datholies of Manliattan Island and not to me. When thia de- 
JuctioQ is made I am left the owner of my library and a part of 
the furniture in my dwelling. But I am not the owner of one 
square inch of groimd within the city of New Tork. I am the 
awner of the hed I sleep on, hut not of the roof, or the walls that 
protect me against the iuelemency of the seasons. I do not how- 
ever complain of my poverty, for I am not poor. I know (iat 
Etny one invested with the office which I hold in the Ohui'oh of 
G-od, is the more honored in proportion as his condition assimi- 
lates to that of his Divine Master, who had not whereon to lay 
his head. And it would be an especial reproach to ma to be the 
successor of the devoted and disinterested Bishop Dubois, who 
died so poor that the Catholics of his cathedral had to beai" the 
expenses of his funeral, if I disgraced the inheritance of his office 
by grasping at and appropriating to my own use any thing more 
of the things of this world than are necessary to provide me with 
daily food and raiment. 

But notwithstanding all this. Senator Brooks will have to 
give some account of the four millions seven hundred and fifty 
lUousand dollars which he said wits the value of my property on 
the 6th day of last March. 

s^ JOHN, Archbishop of New York. 

Hbw Yobk, April 2Sth. 



SENATOR BROOIiS va. ARCHBISHOP HUGHES. 
To the Sditms of the Courier and Sngtiirer : 

I congratulate the Archbishop upon that degree of recovery 
of " a near relative of his," which enables him to resume his pen, 
I am sorry, however, to see that the Archbishop is neither im- 
proved in temper nor refreshed in style by the brief suspension 
of his labors. He continues to pile up epithets, like a pyramid, 
and to-day he out-does himself He charges me now with " false- 
hoods, uttered deliberately ;" " brands me as no Iw-noraile man 
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wmtldsvffer IvMnsetftoh&hranded" uses the words " iAie/"" and 
" theft" to iliuatrate tte temper of his miud, and heads his letter, 
like ft showman, " tlie moral degradation of my position.'" If I 
had no i-espect for myself, and none for the truth of the ease at 
issue, I might give lie for " lie," and brand for " brand." But 
in dealing with an Arohbialiop I choose rather to remember his 
high and holy calling than his low example. If it is either good 
manners, sound logic, or true religion to answer a proven fact 
with such words as the Archbishop maltea so familiar to Ilia lips 
and pen, he is more than welcome in this controversy to the ad- 
vantage they give him. 

Once upon a time a Scotch Professor of King's College, Cam- 
bifidge, setting an example which an Archbishop might imitate 
with honor, was asked what he would do if a man told him he 
was a liar ? " "What would I do ? " said he ; "I would not linock 
him down, but I would teil him to prove it, prove it, prove it. 
And I would say to bim, that if ho couldn't prove it, he'd be the 
liar, and then I should have hini ! " The Archbishop may make 
the application, and the public will judge upon the evidence given 
and coming, whether I have John Hughes, or John Hughes has 

In vindication of my veracity, and to relieve myself from the 
charge of falsehoob, I have given from the record the legal con- 
veyance to John Hughes of thirty pieces or parcels of property. 
I add ELEVEN more to-day, and the end is not yet. What I said 
in the Senate on the 6tb of March last, c[uaMed by " a supposi- 
tion of fact," and from date recorded by the searches of a " friend 
of mine," as to the main fact, — which the Archbishop twioe di- 
rectly misstates to-day, will turn out to be a soberer reality than 
the Archbishop or myself ever dreamed of when I called public 
attention to his possessions, and when he pronounced my state- 
ments FALSE. The work of investigation is only fairly com- 
menced, and I shall proceed with it, disregarding all irrelevancy 
and abuse. 

First, now, as to " the parcels of property," and " squares of 
land." I enumerate the THtaTY-Two lots of ground on 60th and 
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51st streets, in two parcels, one 350 feet by 210 feet 10 mohes, 
and the other 105 feet by 85 feet. This would mate one or two 
handsome squares, eacli sufficiently large for that " Erastus 
Brooka Library," which tho Archbishop now seeks to got rid of 
by an open pica of poverty. The pretence comes too late, is not 
warranted by the reoord, was not denominated in the bond, and 
I, therefore, claim the fulfilment of a promise so carefully consid- 
ered and so deliberately made. The Cathedral property also 
rests upon a very spacious and pretty spot of ground, and upon 
one quite large enough both for the Cathedral, and in its vacant 
lots, for the Library. The Archbishop may preside over the onej 
and, with his permission, some friend of mine over the other. 
There is also another very pretty square at Manhattan ville, which 
would answer very well for the Library, if it were not so far out 
of town ; and another square, also under the control of his Grace, 
he First avenue and Avenue A, which might, by per- 
c exchanged for some property more favorably situated 
for a public institution, designed " for the use, not of any one 
profession or class of men. but for all mankind." 

If the Archbishop is still doubtful about those " squares of 
land," I will direct his attention to conveyance Ko. 8, 100 by 100 
feet. No. 19, which is quite as large, No. 23, from which a very 
handsome square can be selected, No. 2i, 100 by 100, No. 27, 
100 by 102 foet and two inches. (The Archbishop will see I am 
particular now as to the two inches.) No. 28, 100 by 103 feet 
three inches, Ko. 29, 143 feet by 99 feet t&n inches, oneway, and 
134 feet the other; No. 30, 100 by 104 feet, i&o,, &o. It would 
weary the public, tiie Arehbishop and myjelf, to cite all those 
parcels of property recorded in bis name, which would answer 
very well for an edifice so honorable to his promised bounty, and 
whicii would perpetuate his name, as well as mine, " in large gild- 
ed letters," to tho latest posterity. 

I have not yet deemed it necessary to enumerate all the Aroh- 
bishop's church and other possessions in this city and elsewhere. 
By a confession of bis, altogether unospcctcd, to myself, he ad- 
mits what it was almost the sole purpose of this branch of my 
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speech in the Senate to show, that he was a laugb owrJiai 
OF CHUKCH PROPERTY. This, I lielisYc, is what the lawyers call 
the plea of "confession and evidence," or an acknowledgment of 
the truth, when there was no longer power to evade or avoid the 
issue. Here is " the confession and evidence :" 

" In reference to my ownership of real estate property., as Mr. 
Brooks calls it, ikere is no qumtion. The title <^ Tiiony GathoUe 
Ohv-TchM in the city of 2few Yorlo u vested m me, and so far I am the 
ovmer. My intention, even, is to add to this property hy purchasing 
such additional lota, oi accepting the gift of them, as I may find from 
time to time to be desirable for flie purpose of providing religions in- 
stiMiction forthe wants of the Oatholio nook committed to ray chaise. 
If Mr. Brooks will examine the records of the city of Kew York three 
months ftom this time, he will prohably find conveyances made to me 
by parties who havetlie light to sell or ln,9tow as ttey think proper.'" 

This admission is made still bioider in the letter of to-day. 
The " title of ownership, ' then, is vested m the bishop. The 
pulpits are his. The kcyi are hia Doori are opened and shnt 
at his own good will and pleasure Priests come and go, speak 
and act, at his bidding. The congregation are hia servants. One 
may not even say Mass over the souls of the dead, except the 
dead are buried where the Archbishop prescribes and commands. 
Greenwood and Cypress Hills, Protestant burial places every- 
where, are now all unsancti&ed and accursed ground. The Arch- 
bishop seeks to be the master of the living, and to prescribe just 
where the dead shall be laid, and what price shall be paid for the 
privilege of interment. But more of this hereafter. I am deal- 
ing with a living man, and his estates, now — and with one who, 
in the space of a few years, has come into the possession not mere- 
ly of the honors of an Archbishopric, but of princely possessions, 
and all as the head of a church, whose office, I had supposed, 
pledged him to poverty. It is not every minister of the Grospel 
who can thus suddenly be transformed from extreme poverty to 
luxury, with country seats, retainers and bountiful provisions for 
relatives and friends. Good Catholics tell me, — and the fact 
seems probable enough from the record, however violently &e- 
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nied — that the Archbishop is more atteative to the fleeoe tlian to 
the " flock committed to his care." 

I must remind hiaa, too, of that othoi- " confession and evi- 
dence " of his — more than two years old — embodied in hia Cir- 
oular Letter of the 16th of March, 1852, and printed in the New 
York Freeman's Journal, wherein, as by public advertisement, 
he claimed fbr himself and others, a full legal owneraHp in even 
more than the churctes of their respective Diocesea. The Arch- 
bishop then said : 

" That the Catholic Bishops of ITew York, Albany and Buffalo, auk 
sow owNiaia in bee simplb of neaily all rehgious and oliaritable 
property esiating withia their respective Ecclesiastical jurisdictions 1" 

When the Archbishop again charges laai/iit^i falsehood he will 
realize what a compound of accusations he makes against himself 
In self defence I turn him over now to his circular letter, of 
1852, and to bis recent declaration, above quoted : — 



It is be the t tie a vested n 1 m nd n tl f 

lar power and tate tl at Tiustees of 1 a otq Chu h ha e 
prayed the Leg lat re fo rel ess Those who b 11 chu bes 
themselvef la i the ght h v ng p d f o then w 1 tb wn 
money, of gove n ng the chu eh tempo al t es as thej please 
The Legislature of this State have answerel the \ ajers afhr 
matively and hence the anatl emia wh oh he ha n h 8 eb 11 
tions of temj esll^ t 1 upon mo r tl e tb up n the 
State. 

But I shall ont n e my r co d of eon ejinces to lay and 
hereafter, to show how fai the Atcbbifihop has boon justified in 
accusing me of falsehood. I hope to be excused for thus furnish- 
ing him with small doses at a time. It is a rule of practice with 
skilful men of the Faculty, I believe, not to kill but to cure, and 
hence the necessity of continuing these prescriptions from day to 
day. I may not restore the Archbishop to a sane state of mind, 
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Bor to equanimity of bearing, but it is enough for me to know 
that if I have opened public wounds, so that tKe eommunity can 
behold them, as they are, the exposure may lead to a speedier 
cure of the disease than would have resulted from concealment. 

CONVEYANCES TO JOHN IIUellGS. 
mjMBEE TniETST-OKE. 

^'^^Z,^ir"' 1 I'ate of ConyeyMice, Jnne 7, 1854. Record in liber 
ucergpman, i ggg^ ^_ g^g^ j^^^^^ ^^^ jgg^_ OouBidoratioa one 

JohnHuglies. J ^°^^'- 
All those oei-tairt two lots, pieces or parcel's of gronnda, situate, ly- 
ing and beiog in (he Thirteenth Ward of the Oity of New York, on 
the east side of Pitt street, between. Delancey and Rivii^ton streets, 
known by the street nnrabei's 54 and 36 Pitt street, swd lots being 
each 34 feet in. width in. front and rear, and 100 feet in depth, be the 



RtcMrA Kem, 1 -p^^ ^^ Conveyance Feb. 10, 3 853. Eecord in liber 
VUigyimn, i gg^^ ^^ jg^^ j^^^^ ^^^ jgg^_ OonsideratJon, 

All that certain piece or parcel of land, ^tnate, lying and being on 
the south side of Eighth sti'eet, distant 100 feet southeast from the 
point of intersection of the east side of Avenue B and the sonth side 
of Eighth sti'eet, theaoe maaing east along Eighth street fifteen feet, 
thence rnnniag south and parallel with Avenue B, ninety-seven feet 
and fonr inches to centre of block between. Seventh and Eighth 
streets ; thonco running west along said centre hne of the said block 
Sfteen feet, and thence noiih and parallel with Avenue B, ninety- 
seven feet four inches to south side of Eighth street, the plaoe of be- 
ginoing. 



(April 15, 1855, date of conveyaaoe.) Eecord 
- ,„ - ■ j- in liber BSS, p. 069, May 8, 1854. , Oonsider- 
JoknHugl^. J ^^ion $20,000. 
AU that ceitain lot of land sitnate, lying, and being in the Jonrth 
Ward of the OlU' of New York, and the building thereon erected, now 
known as the Marinera' Ohuroh, being lot No. 1,097 on the Tas Oom- 
missioaer's map of Fonrth Ward, and bounded and desci'ibed as fol- 
lows; — Begianing oa W. side of Eooaevelt sti'eet, at a point distant 
167 feet and 11 inches, N. Irorn WW. coraer of Roosevelt and Oheii-y 
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BtJ'eets, runniag thence W. and at right anglea to KoossTelt street^ 
61 feet and 4 inches ; thence W. and parallel with Roosevelt, 71 feet 
4 indies; thence E, SO feet 10 Inoheg to W. aide of Eo(»eyelt street; 
thence S. along W. side of Roosevelt street Tl feet 4 inches to the 
pomt or place of beginniag. 



MaWhein FlyriM and~\ j 



John RugTies. J *"'"""■ 

All those tvp-o certaia lots of land, situate, lying, and being in the 
Sixteenth "Ward of the City of Sew-Tork, and bounded, taien to- 
gether, as follows ; — Beginning at a point on the north line of twenty- 
fifth-sti-eet, distant 400 feet east from noi'theast comer of Ninth-ave- 
nue and twenty-fifth-street, rnoning^ thence east along said northerly 
line 60 feet, thence north parallel with Nintli-aYenne, 98 feet 9 inches 
to middle of block, between Twenty-fifth and Twenty-Mxth-streets, 
and to a point equi-distant from the two, thence west pai-allel with 
Twenty-flflh-street 50 feet, thence south in a strdght line to place of 
beginning. 



Date of Conveyance May 1, 1850. Record ii 



Jas. D. Olwer mid 
Sarah, Ma wife, ("ilber 599, p. TOO, May 1,1853. Oonaiderattoa 
JoJiTi, Sughes. J ^^fi'^'^- 

All that oertwn lot or parcel of land, sitnatein Oity of Wew- York, 
on north eide of Nineteenth-street, formerly a part of the old Wai'i-en- 
road, which was closed bj Corporation of the Oity of Wew-Tork, and 
tnown and dislingnished on map No. 10, of an atlaa made by Edwin 
Smith, Oity Surveyor, in the month of April, 1883, and entitled Atlas 
of that part of the Twelfth Ward of the City of B^ew-Torfc, betweed 
Tonrteenth and Twenty-firat-streota, by the number 3,406, bounded 
on the south, in front, by Nineteenth-street, on the west by lot 
nnmber 2,49^ on tiie north, in the rear by lot 2,806 on said map, 
and on the east by the centre line of the old Wan'en-road, being about 
30 feet wide, more or less, ia front and rear, and about 90 feet 1 inch 
deep, more or leas. Also, all that certain other lot or pai'oel of iMid 
atiiate in the Oity of New-York, adjoining the lot or parcel aboffe 
described, bounded on the south in fi-ont by Nineteentli-atreet, on the 
west by lot nnmber 3,493 on the aforesaid map, on the north in the 
rear by lot belonging now or late to John P. Wlnslow, and on the 
east by lot nnmber 2,495, being about 36 feet 7 inches wide (more or 
less) in iront, about 38 feet 4 inches wide on rear, about 90 feet 
deep on the west aide, and about 90 feet 1 inch deep on the eaat 
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Sif: frSl »•'•?' «»"y-«&?"- «.. 



I Miea, his «iy%, 



1 liber 699, p. 305, Dec. 1, 1 



1852. 



All those cei-tara lofa, pieces or parcels of land, situate, lying and 
being in the formei' Twelf&i, late Sirteenth, now Eighteenth Ward of 
City of New-York, which eiwd lots are boimcled and described as fol- 
lows, to wit :— Beginning at a lot on the eonthwest side of Twenty- 
nintli-street, distant 100 feet northwMt from southwest corner of 
Third-avenne and Twenty-nintt-street, mnning thence southwest on 
a line parallel with Third-avenue 89 feet and 9 ioehes to the centre 
line of the block, between Twenty-Eighth and Twenty-ninth- sti'eets, 
thence mnning northwest along said centre line 4B feet, thence north- 
east on a line pai'allel with Third-avenue 98 feet 9 inches to Twenty- 
ninth-street, and thence southwest along Twentj-nintfc-sti'eet 45 feet, 
to place of beginning. 



■??*'*'^lDaf«of 
W \ cord,i 

j^^ Consic 



Oonveyanoe, April 15, 1S53. Ee- 
n liber 041, p. 73, April 19, 1853. 
John Hughes. J Consideration, $1,400. 
All those two certain lots, pieces or parcels of land, situate, lying, 

and being ia the Ward of the Oity, County and Btate of STew- 

Tork, bounded and described as follows : — Be^ning at a point on 
the sonthei'ly aide of Eighty-fourth-street, distant 230 feet westerly 
from the southwest comer of Eighty-fourth-street and Foui'th-avenue, 
running thenoe westerly along file south side of Eighty-fourth-street 
50 feet, running thence south and parallel with Fourth-avenue 102 
feet and 3 inches, running thenoe east and parallel with Eighty-fourth- 
street 50 feet, and thence north and pardlel with the Fourth-avenue 
102 feet and 3 inches to place of boginniug. 



D«« a™«„, ,i!,™ia, 1 J, , aooTej.»«>, April 38, 1853. 
-4 Mar, hu mf\ \ Becord In llberrSlO, p. 883, May, 

All that certain lot, piece or parcel of land, situate, lying, and be- 
ing in the Sisth Ward of Oity of New York, and now kaown by street 
number 39 Hott-street, and bounded and described as follows, on a 
map thereof, made by Edward Ludlam, Oity Surveyor, dated ilfew- 
York, December, 1849, and filed in the office of the Eegister of the 
Oity and County of New-York, 24th April, 18S0, tliat is to say : — 
Easterly in front, by westerly side Mott-atreet, 19 feet and 9 inches ; 
southerly by land, now ovlateof Zion Church, SSfeet and 10 inehM; 
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westerly Ity land, now or late of Lnther Brildwiii, and lands now or 
late of tlie estate of Oomelins Solienck, 30 feet and 2 iiifihes ; and 
noi-thei-lj by laud, now or late of John 6. Flamnier, 87 feet and 7 
incLes, as laid down on said map. 

Seniy Seyward and "1 

Tefa, hUisife, [Data of Oonveyanee, Not. 37, 1853. Eeoord 
to I in liber eo9, p. 842. Consideration, $8,000, 

JoM EugheB. J 

All itiose four certain lots, pieces or parcels of land wtnate, or ly- 
ing and being on former Twelftb, late Sisteentli, now Eigtteeath 
Ward of City of How-York, which eaid lots, taken togeQier, are 
boanded and described as followB, to wit : — Banning ot a point on 
north side of Twenty-e^hth-sti-eet, distant 133 feet west from noi-tt- 
west corner of Twenty-eighth-street and Third-avenne, I'nnning thenoe 
north and parallel with Third-avenue 98 feet and 9 inches, to centre 
line of block, between Twenty-eighth and Tweuty-ninth-streets, thence 
west along siud centre line 3S feet, thence again north and jparallel 
with Third-avenne 98 feet and 9 inohes to the aouth side Twenty- 
nintti-street, tlienoe agdn west along south side Twenty-ninth-sti'eet 
EO feet, thenoe south paralld with Third-avenne fi8 feet 9 inohea to 
the centre line of the block, thenoe east along said centre Ime 26 feet, 
thenoe agtan south parallel with the Third-avenne 08 feet and 
inchee, fo north side of Tweaty-eighth-atreet aforesaid, and thence 
agMn east along Twenty-eightb-street 60 feet to place of be^nning ; 
each of snid kts tieing 35 feet in width in front and rew, and 98 feet 
9 inches in length on each side. 



Waiwn £. Preiiiiss) Date of Oonveyanoo, August, lac, 185H. Ee- 
to [■ cord in liber 645, p. 301, August 31, 1853. 

Jbkit Hughes, ) Consideration, $4,700. 

All that certain lot, piece or parcel of land aitnate, lying and be- 
ing on south dde of Eighth street, in Eleventh ward of the city of 
New York, and which is bonnded and described as follows, viz.; 
commencing at a point on said south side of Eighth street, distant 
lis feet south-east from tlie corner formed by the intersection of the 
east side of Avenue B and the south side of Eighth street, and running 
thenoe south-west and in a line parallel wiUi Avenue B, 97 feet 4 
inches to centi-e line of block between Seventh and Eighth streets; 
thence south-east along said centre hue of the said block, and in a line 
parallel with Eighth street 25 feet, to the hne of a lot numbered on 
the Ward map of the said Eleventh ward, as 2,561 : thence north-east 
along the line of SMd last- mentioned lot, and in a line parallel with 
Avenue B, 07 feet 4 inches, to the sonth line of Eightti street, and 
thenee north-east along said aouth line of Eighth street, 3S feet to 
the place of beginning. 



b> Google 



AKD AEOHBISHOP HrQHBS. 



R«>lm,W«;iUmml Y»ni\ Date „f CoBnyanoe, April SO, 186S. 
,fZw,Chw,n, 1 B.ooi-d la Uler 640,5 880, ka, a, 

jtuami^- J "'"■ o—<'™«"^ »».«»»• 

All that certain piece or parcel of giviiind, eituate in Mott street, 
in Sistli ward of the city of New York, with the churcli ediice and 
Boliool-houae thereon erected, hounded and containing as follows: 
East in front hy Hott street, westerly in rear partly by gronnd now 
or late of James Miller, partly hy gi'oimd now or late James Weller's, 
and partly hy ground now or late of James McKay, south hy Cross 

street, and norl£ hy groand now or late of Williams, containing 

together in hreadth in fiMnt on Mott street 83 feet four inoHes, in the 
rear 86 feet, and in length on each aide 85 feet. 

I have nothing to do witk tlie Archbishop's elaborated charges 
against the " bankruptcy of loss tban four Boards of Catholic 
Lay Trustees in this city alone," — but I claim much for the ex- 
torted admission, that "it has been the practice," daet this bank- 
ruptcy, " to invest THE TITLE OF HEW CHURCHES IN THE BiBHOP," 

and that, 

" This was conformable to the diseiphne of the Catholic Church 
aa regulated hy the Proyiucial Oouncils of Baltimore." 

But the Archbishop goes on to threaten nullification or dis- 
obedience to the Church Property Law. The other day he told 
the public that "professional gentlemen, were to discover smrte 
defect in the frwming and wording of the enactment, which 
will render it inapplicable." Now we are more boldly informed, 
that nothing — 

" less than coercion mil indicce them to put their property and their 
r^wlation as a religious commwnity at (Ae vrrespOTmble disposal of 
lay trustees, armed with legal power to mortgage their property and 
impcse upon them, as had been done already, tie bni-den of debts by 
which their churches may become bankrapt and sold for the benefit of 
creditors." 

And again :— 

" And whatever law the State maj[ pass, there is one tiling cer- 
tain, that nothing less than coercion wUl induce the Catholics to dis- 
continue or withdraw the eonfidenoe which they liaYe in their Bishops 
as the natural guardians of such property." 
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We shall see whether the one-man Power of the Archbishop, 
or the aovereiga kw of the people of the State of New York 
will prevail. 

Nor do I helieve that the Arohbishop's churohea in this city 
are so poor ia means or ia men, that Catholic Lay Trustees caa- 
not be found of suffioicnt capacity aad integrity to administer 
the dollar and eeat Temporalities of the Churoh, qaito as well 
as one who, towards the cud of a letter — beginning with such 
words as " deliberate falsehoods," " brand," " theft," etc., etc.— 
tells us in'words of meekness that he has "made an offering of his 
mind and heart and life for the glory of God, in promoting the 
spiritual and temporal welfare of tho flock over whom he (I) was 
placed as 3 Pastor by the great Bishop and Shepherd of our 
souls." 

The text and contest in the judgmect of even worldly men 
will not harmonize with each other. 

But while aoknowlcdging titles in churches and other pro- 
petty, the Archbishop now seeks for sympathy by pleading pov- 
erty. He owns, he tells us, " a library, and part of the furniture 
of tho house in which he lives," It almost excites one's com- 
miseration to read such doleful, lamb-like statements as the fol- 



" I am the ownei' of the be<I I sleep on, but not of the roof or the 
walls that protect me from the mclemeney of the seasons. I do not, 
however, complain of poverty, for I am not poor. I know that any 
one invested wilb the office which I hold in the Ohurcb of God, is the 



Alas, that one thus invested with the offioe of Bishop " in 
the Church of God," should so far forget the precepts and 
example of "his Bivine Master," as to indulge in the foul lan- 
guage I have quoted, and in a denial of the statements I have 
proved. 

The Archbishop in this Diocese has assumed a power over 
Church Property and Catholics unknown to the Priesthood in 
many of the Catholic Governments of Europe. The oppression 
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and despotism exereisod here would BOt be tolerated there. It 
is an arbitrary esereise of power, both over the living and the 
dead. Wo exhibit, therefore, in a government eminently Pro- 
testant, whieh separates Ohureh and State, and which forbids all 
interference in matters of faith, the strange anomally of a Priest- 
hood not only holding property worth millions in value, hut ruling 
the members of its Cliurch with a rod of iron. 

But the wolf now clothes him.self in lamb's wool, and cries 
humility, penance and honesty. Ho who had time and money 
to -sisit the islind of Cuba the g m of the sea* to "pass a season 
of lebgiitful lusujy amidst tropical t mti and flowers when thou- 
s nls of his pool flouk aie c Id aid hungry it h mo — who 
S) 01 ds days and weeks ot delightful eise withm the walls of 
R me — whose stejs aie tamihai to the mteiior v^leudors of the 
Vat cin and the Qiiiiuil — who has stuhed Theology fiom the 
Laoconn and Poveity m the summer gaidens of the Pope, — to 
whom the Sistme Chipel decorated with Raphaels ind Michael 
Angelus are ftmiliaj- nljecta —who can fly for pleisnro fiom the 
city to Newfoundland or the Laltes, to the Springs, or to New- 
port, — who has a town residence and a country seat, — now appears 
before the people to state, " how poor I am," and to declare 
that his bed, his books, and his furniture, in pari, are his only 
worldly fortune ! 

But enough, for to-day. 

Very respectfully yours, 

ERASTUS BROOKS. 

New York, April SO. 



ARCHBISHOP HUGHES TO SENATOR BROOKS. 
To the Editors of the Oiiwier and Enquirer : 

Our Senator has a vague idea of respectability, under the in- 
fiuence of which he intimates that falsehoods, with the deliberate 
utterance of which he is charged, and with which no honorable 
man would suffer himself to he branded, are by no means com- 
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plimentary to him. But it is impossible to relieve him from 
these charges. I'iLlsehood he has been guilty of in almost every 
paragraph of his speeoh on the 6th of March, and of his writ- 
ings in reference to it since. 

For the present, I shall only enumerate the last falsehood 
from his pen. It is found in the following words, viz. : 

" Mrat wow as to the pareela of property and squares of land^ 1 
erm/meTate the thirfj/-Uco lots of ground, on, 50tA and, 51«( streets m two 
pareels, one three hundreA and fifty feet iy two hundred and ten feet 
ten inches, and the other, one hundred and Jive feet 6y eighty-Jhe.'" 

When Mr. Brooks wrote this, he knew as well as I do that I 
am not tbe owner of a solitary square inch of ground on SOth or 
5Ist street, and with this knowledge in his mind, Mr. Erastus 
Brooks has eshihited himself in the light of a man who has no 
regard for veracity, and who is, therefore, utterly unworthy of 
notice. I take him consequently with covered hands, to the 
nearest open sash of a window, and send him forth with the sin- 
gle mental observation, " Go henco, wretched and vile insect, — 
the world has space for you as well as for me." 

t^ JOHN, Archbishop of New York. 
New York, May 1, ISSB. 



SENATOa BR00K3 TO ARCHBISHOP IIUGHIS. 
To fite Editors of the Courier and Enquirer : 

The Archbishop is as profuse of epithets as over. To-day he 
is brief in words and abundant in accusations. In a single para- 
graph he dismisses me, not for good I hope, in the following la- 
conic and amiable manner : 

" I take Mm consequently ■witb covered hands, to the nearest open 
sHsh of a window, and aond him. forth with the single mental ohsei-va- 
lion, — Go hence, ■wretched and vile insect; — the world has space tor 
you as well aa me. 

4" JoHH, Archhishop of New Yorlc." 
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Prel mmary to th s aie ehaigea tiifc " almost every para- 
g j) t uy jeech on the bth of Maich, and of my writings in 
of en to t ce a e fal&e. T am " branded,''' too, again and 
a a, g Ity of lelibeiate falsehood," as "no honorable 
to ^. Hav Q 'fuffifiently damned ancl cursed me with 
1 offic I tja I am t ten vit/i covued hands to the nearest 
window and dismissed as a wretihed and vile insect." 

But, good Archbishop, I am not to be so dismissed. You 
oommenced the war, and I intend to end it. If the insect has 
stuTig you, and you have been i\Bab!o either to heal the wound, or 
have the sting extracted, it is your fault, not mine. Tl 
something to me even more ludicrous than wicked, if posaiblo, i 
the bitterness and boldness of your denials of the truth, e 
the frequency of your personalities. Early in life I was taught 
that in controversies and intercourse among men, no gentleman 
inaiilta another, and nobody else can. I know the advantage I 
have over you in this respect, and mean to maintain it to the end, 
by an absence of all foul epithets, and all exhibitions of bad tem- 
per. You forced me into this controversy, by reiterated charges 
of FALSEHOOD. You Budeavored to hold me up to contempt by 
satire and ridicule, and finding that your curses upon me, like 
chickens, have come home to roost upon yourself, and that your 
satire and ridioule have rebounded to the point from whence tliey 
started, you now, " with covered hands," would throw the insect 
from the window into the street, — that is if he would let you. I 
shall buzz under your window, during my own good time, and, 
may be, find ingress again within your Grace's quarters. 

This controversy commenced in an attempt to show that you 
were a large owner, lawfully and in your own name, of ph-opekty, 
and that it was repugnant to the spirit of our Grovernment for 
Ecclesiastics to be large possessors of Church property. It was 
incidentally sts-ted by me that you received some of this Property 
from Trustees. It was also stated that you owned several plats 
and squares of land, nearly all of them of great value. I named 
several parcels of this character, in the recorded conveyances of 
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the city, as, for esampla, Noa. 8, 19, 23, 24, 27, 23, 29, 30, &e. 
Those moi'G than make good my deolaratioa in the Senate. 

I also alluded to the 32 lota opposite the Deaf and Dumb In- 
stitution, ■which, after great trouble, I found, through a friend, 
recorded not in the Register's of&oe, hut in tlie office of tho 
Comptroller. — [Book A of Deeds, page 271. Date August 1st, 
1846.] I found your name acknowledging the gift of this 
splendid public property from this city, for tho benefit of the 
Boman Catholics o¥er whom you are the Chief I found a re- 
ceipt for this property signed " Joim Hughes," President, and 
by your Secretary, M. 0. Donnelly. 

Now, sir, though I was warranted in saying you owned this 
property, after your circular letter of the 16tL of March, 185^, 
declaring that you did own " in fee simple," " nearly all chari- 
table and religious property existing in your Diocese" and after 
your admission, in a letttei to the public, that " titles were vested 
in me," — John Hughes, — " I," John Hughes, — " am tho owner," 
and " my intention is even to add to this property by purchasing 
additional lots," &c, I did not, as you very well know, rely upon 
this rioJi .possession, received by you, to prove your ownership in 
City Property generally or in squares. The public who read 
your letters and mine {and it is my highest wish that they should 
road both sides of the discussion) will condemn you both for the 
omission of the record of Conveyance, and the parade you make 
of these 32 lots of ground, which, with the Property made over 
to you, " your heirs and assignees," you call the " property of 
God," and thus evade the real, and almost the only points at 
issue. 

It was only on the last Sabbath, when speaking in Brooklyn 
of the question of temporalities, you declared to the Congregation 
that it would be " a calamity for them and the sanctuary to havo 
persons placed between them and the sanotuary of this holy 
temple, as middle men, touching with profane haiid the sano 
tuary of which they shmdd stand in aioe, and sinking your 
ahuroh in debt oven though you (they) had freed it frum all re- 
sponsibility." 



bt Google 



AND AitciiBisiior HUftnEa. 1C3 

Aiid again you said:— 

"But you, in tha meantime should be fitithful to Almighty God, 
and not permit men — well vieaning men if you please, itit incompetent 
letween the clergy and ihe faithful laity of the Oailtolie CfturcA— be- 
tween you and the devoted pastor whom you so much respect." 

Hereia is shown your disrespect for popular intelligence and 
popidar right, and your determination, notwithstanding the law 
of the State, not to allow Lay Trustees to control the Tempor- 
alities of the Church. 

But let me compromise with you in regard to the squares on 
50th and 51st streets, by substituting, if your prefer it, the pro- 
perty in Manhattanville, adjoining C. W. Lawrence's residence. 
This property covers four a«res of ground, cost $33,500, and has 
the dwelling and grounds of the Archbishop, — though he would 
probably call it, "the property of God," — while making the best 
I saible use of it for himself and fi-iends, as he does with the 
1 ost beautiful portion of the propei'ty at Fordham. 

I now add, the Catholic Almanac for the current year being 
nj authoiity-vthe following record of Roman Catholic Church 
jropeity m this city at this time. I talte the word of the Arch- 
bishop himself, that he is, by the Baltimore Ordinances of '49 
mi SS-— by his Circular Letter of March 1852, by his Sermon 
rn list Sabbath, agaiust "middle men loucMng with profane 
I ids the sanctuary of which they should stand in awe" — the 
utroUei director and practical owner, even where the title does 
! ot le&t m him, of all this property. Added, to what has not 
1 cfore been enumerated, the reader will be enabled to form some 
otim'ite of its value, by the price it would command in niarkot, 
it ofterel for sale— I think the value of the whole "is not much 
short of fi% e millions of dollai's," and that the value of the Pro- 
perty, owned or controlled by the Archbishop, even in his terri- 
torially very limited Diocese, is worth a great deal more. 

Cathedral of St. Patrick, between Prince imd Houston streets. 

St. Peter's, Barclay street. 

St. Mary's, corner of Grand and Ridge streets. 
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St. Joseph's, 6th aTenuc, eoraer West Washington place. 

St James's, James street. 

Transfiguration, Mott street. 

St Nicholas, 2d street. 

St. Andrew's, Duane street, corner of Oity Hall Place. 

Church of tho Nativity, 2d ayenue. 

St, Tljicent-de-Paul, Oaaal street. 

Church of the Most Holy Reedeemer, 3d street. 

St John Baptist, 80th street 

St Oolumba's, 26th street. 

St Prancis', 31st street 

St Alphonsus', Thompson street 

St. JoWs, Evangelist, 50th street 

St Paul's, Harlem, 117th street 

St Bridget's, comer of 8th street and aventie B. 

St Stephen's, Madison avenue, comer of STth street. 

St. Francis Savior's, 16th street, between 5th and 6th avenues. 

St Ann's, 8th street, between Broadway and 4th avenue. 

St. Lawrence's, 84th street. 

Church of the Holy Cross, 4ad street. 

Convent of the Sacred Heart, Manhattanville. 

St Catharine's Convent of Sisters of Mercy, Houston and Mulberry 



V to add ithe following to the city 
o JO aw nuGHEB, 



M<m»a& Gath^ine, 7m wife, , ^^^^^^^ .^ -j,^^^ ^^ p_ ^g- ^ 

7-, CT„s 16th, 1844. Consideration, $1,950. 

All and singular those six several lota, pieces, parcels and gores of 
land, atuate, lying and being on north side of Thirty-flrst street, in 
the Sixteenth (late Twelfth) Ward, of the city of New York, and laid 
down and distinguished upon a certain map, made Sept. 18, 1836, by 
S m 1 S D hty O ty b y d ftl d tl fB e of the Clerk 

f th C t f Oh y dp wh h sa d m i the said several 

I t p es par 1 d g t 1 d H by t ded to be con- 

yd k wi d d t h d as mb rs 4 5 6, 41, 42, and 

43 th d m f ti 1 1 t p p 1 and gores of 

Idb m't db lid dpt larly specified on 

tl m p b f dt 

Michael Otirran, Jr., ) 
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All that certain lot, ptece, or parcel of land, with the improve- 
menfs thereon, situate, lying, and being in the Twelfth Ward of the 
city of New York ; hegioning at the N. B. corner of Fifth Ayenue 
and Fiftieth Etroef, and running thence N. along the E. side of Flilh 
Avenue 100 feet and five inches, to s, point equi-distant from Fiftieth 
and Fifty-first streets, thence S. and parallel with Fifth Avenue, 100 
feet and 5 inches, to Fiftieth atr^t, thence W. along Fiftieth street 
100 feet to place of hegiuning. 



William Wood, and Edward Wood, 1 Date of Conveyance May I, 
Mcsmtora nf John Wood, \ 1850; recorded in liber S78, 

to f p. 373, Juno 13, 1851. Con- 

John Mvghes. J sideration, $T00. 

AH that certain piece or parcel of cround, situate, lying, and being 
in the Fourth Ward of the city of New Yort, in the interior of the 
block, being in the rear of the building now fronting on James street, 
called Christ Church, and partly in the rear of an alley or paasago way 
leading along the- north side of the church, bounded as follows: Be- 
ginning at a point distant 100 feet east from James street, and 100 feet 
north from Madison street, thence east parallel with Madison street 32 
feet 6 inches, to ground formerly the Jews' burying ground, nosv 
belonging to party of third part, thence north parallel with James 
street 26 feet 3 inches, to ground late of Robert Brown, thence west 
parallel with Madison street 82 feet G inches, and thence south parallel 
with James street 26 feet 3 inches, to place of beginning. 



Thomm 8trdth and Ann, 7m w{fe, of Balti- 
more, Md., Fatrich Smith and Mcn-y, his 
wife, of Ohio, avd Peter Smiih, and Mllen, 
Im wi/fe, of SrooMyn, 



Date of Conveyance 
Oct. 8, 1850; re- 
corded in liber 653, 
p. S69, Oct. 9, 1850. 
Consideration, 
^5,500. 



JoJin JSughes. 

AU that certain house and lot of land, situated on west side of 
Oliver street, in the Fourth Ward of the city of New York, which 
said house is now known as No. 33 in said street, and which said lot 
is designated as lot No. 5, on a map dated Jan 18, 1832, made by 
Thomas R. Ludlam, City Surveyor, the said lot being on file in the 
Register's ofBce, in the case No. 67, the said lot being more particularly 
described, as follows ; Beginning on the said west side of Oliver street 
aforesiud, at a point at the middle or centre of the brick part of the 
party wall, which divides the, said house from the adjoining house, 
known as No. 25 in said street, said adjoining house being on the lot 
designated as No. 6 on map aforesaid ; running thenoe north from said 
point along said west side of Oliver street 31 feet 11 inches, to a point 
hi the centre of the brick part of the pai'ty wall which divides the 
said house hereby conveyed from adjoining house known as No. 31 
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in said sireet, said house being on lot desigriktod as No. 4 on said map ; 
thence west in a sti'aight line through the said middle of the said brick 
part of the said party wall, and the soutk side of the said lot desig- 
nated as No. 4, 69 feet and 1 inch, to land now or late of Samuel 
Milhank ; thence south, along the siud last mentioned land 31 feet 11 
inches, to the adjoining lot first aboTS mentioned ; thence east in a 
straight line along north line of saicTlot, and passing through the mid- 
dle or centre of said briclc part of party wall, first above mentioned, 
TO feet 1 iach to place of beginning. 



See. MMic VarBlia,) Date of Conveyance April 33, 1830; rocordccf 
to > in liber EBi, p. 485, Nov. 1, 1360. Oonsidcra- 

John EugJies. J tion, $80,000. 

All those two certain lots of greund, situated, lying, and being on 
tlie north side of Chambers sti^et, in the city of New York, and 
which on a map or survey made by Casaimer Thos. Goerck, City Sur- 
veyor, hearingdate May 7, 1^86, are known and distinguished by lots 
Noa. 16 and 17 adjoining each other, and are together bounded south 
by Chambers street, north by lots numbered 36 and 37 on said map, 
west by lot No. 15 on said map, and east by lot No. 18 on said map, 
heing together in breadth in fi\>nt and rear SO feet, and in length 75 
feet Yi inches, agi-oeably t» said map. Also, all that certain mes- 
Buago, or dwelfing house and lot, piece or parcel of ground, situate, 
lying and being in Eeade street, in the city of New York, and de- 
seiibed in a oortain indenture of dead, recorded in the Register's 
office m hbei 188 of conveyances, and page 11, as follows, viz. : All 
that ceitam lot, piece, pr parcel of ground, situate, lying and being 
in Reade street, m the Sisth Ward of the city of Now York, known 
and distinguished by the No. S3, bounded north in front by Reade 
btrcct aforesaid , southerly on the reav of ground claimed by John 
Agncw, westerly by ground belonging to Geoi^e Brinkerboff, and 
easterly by ground claimed by the heirs of Peter Nailor, containing 
m breadth in front and rear 35 foot, and in length on each side 75 
feet T inches. 

BEOiPiTULATiOK IN :gjir.T. 

Oonveyimeea to Jolin Hughis. Lute. Place 

Trustees of St. John's E. C. Olim-ch, . . y 10th Ward. 

Patrick Dohorty, 1 117th sti'eot. 

George Wilds, et als., 3 S6th street. 

Ebbo Marie, 8 0th Ward, 

D. D. Field, ot als. 3 16th W^ard. 

William Patton, D. D., et als., ... 1 ad avenue. 

15. O'Connor, itustee Christ Church, . . 4 James street 

George Cammann, et ala., .... 1 Sso No. D. 

Andrew Byrne, 3 11th Ward. 

Andrew Byrne, 1 17th Ward, 

Z. Kuntac, 3 IGth Ward. 
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OonvBysneoa to Jolin nii^lios. T^l?. Place. 

James Foster, . , ... - - 3 lltii Ward, 

Sarah Eecisen, ...... 1 lltl. Ward. 

James Kea, ,1 14th Ward. 

G. W. Hall, G 14th Ward. 

George W- Oostor, 1 Avenue B. 

Mary Ann Gaffney, ct als., .... 2 Madison avenue. 

■Westei-relt, Shei-iff, ..... 4 llTth&llSthsts. 

B. Klein, 1 11th Ward. 

Gregory Dillon, 5 3d Ward. 

Trustees of Transfiguration Church, , . .3 Chambers street. 

Peter Johnson, et als., ..... 3 18th Ward. 

Michael McEean, et als., 3 9th Ward. 

T. E. Davis, etals., 1 lath Ward. 

Jaraes E, Bayley, I Lease. 

Thomas Loudon, ..... 4 IBth streot. 

H. Grinnell, 4 14th street. 

G. W. Lawrence, 6 ISth Ward. 

S. Nawby, et als., 4 42d street. 

Thomas iTarrell, 3 33th Wai-d. 

William H. De Groot, 3 4th avenue. 

D. Oummings, et als., 1 Mott sti-eet. 

Zion's Church, . 1 6th Ward. 

Henry Hayward, et als., . . , . 4 ISth Wai-d, 

■Walson B. Prentiss 1 11th Ward. 

Charles Toal, et als., 1 4th Ward. 

Walter Plynn, et als., . . . . . 3 9th av. & S5th st. 

James D. Oliver, et als., .... 1 19th street 

Stephen 0. Burdett, 2 18th "Ward. 

Edward C. EJchards, ..... 1 Sd avenue. 

I'homas Smith, et als., ..... 1 4th Ward. 

Eev. Felix Varelia, 2 Ohamhers street 

Abner Benedict, et als., 6 IGth Ward, 

Michael Ourran, Jr., .... . 1 sq're 13th Wariil. 

William Wood, et als., ..... 1 4th Ward. 

Number, 101 

1 i^m now, geiitleiaen, in tJie ooJictition of one who has been 

an expected heir to a large fortune, from a rich citizen — the ex- 
pectant^ being founded upon coaditions on my pai-t, and prpi 



a his. The conditions ii 



1 upoa R 



■e tin-ee 



1 number, 



(both agreeing, at the start, that the fortune should go to found 
a Public Library). 

Mrsi. — ^That I would prove the promised donor to bo the 
rich citizen I had previously declared hini to bo. 
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Secondly. — ^Tliat I would sho\y that he had roceiYecl convey- 
ances of property from trustees. And 

Finally, —ThAb I would prove this rich citizen (meaning 
Archbishop Hughes all the time), had a great fortune in 
this city. 

The promisB was, that if I proved sill this, the dty of our 
commoa residence should have a puhlic edifice, to be called 
" The Ei'astus Brooks Library." 

My records to-day and before, give good evidence that I have 
offered good proof as to the first, second, and tiird of my propo- 
sitions. The only doubt there can be, is as to tfie second, and I 
therefore put the Archbishop's statements and my facts side 
by side : 



"I have always denied that 1 
ever asised, sought, received or 
accepted any property from lay 
trustees. This denial I repeat to 
day with increased empliasis.— [5 th 
letter of Jolin Hughes, 

" I have never received or ac- 
cepted ABY transfer of any proper- 
ty whatever from trustees." — [1st 
letter of John liughes. 



John Hughes. 
Lease S99 years^eonsideration one 
cent a year — liber 451 — page 249 — 
July 20, 1844." 

" Ti'UBtees of the Transfiguration 
Church, to John Hughes.' —liber 
591, p. 368. 

"Bartholomew O'Connor," As- 
signee of a Board of Trustees, to 
John Hughes." 

And now, where are the promises of tlie Ai'chbishop ? Where 
is the Public Library? What is to become of the people's in- 
terest in this controversy, and whidi, in order that I might win 
an iustitntion for them, was with me the grand motive for prose- 
(Mzting it in so much detail, and at so rnuoli length ? 

Encouraged by the hope of seeing this Public Library 
established, I have resorted, fi.r3t to the books, to see what .is 
meant by property, and finding it to mean "ownership," "pos- 
session in one's own light," "that to which a person lias a legal 
title, whether in hts possession or not — au estate, whether in lands, 
goods or money; I have investigated the case, on this basis, 
and claim the rewai-d. 
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But hove I proved my oaset Fortunately, the Depository 
of the Rscords of Private Property — in order that every man 
owning an estate, may record aad show his claim — is open for 
public inspection, I have resorted to the office of the Sworn 
Roister of the City, and among the deecb and conveyances, I 
find, in the first place, a large nuralser of conveyances of vahiable 
property to John Hughes, his heirs and assignees. They include 
all kinds of property, ecclesiastical and secular. So far, all 

1 look further, and find a lease for 999 years, consideration 
one cent a year, from the Trustees of St. John's Komau Catholic 
Church. Thb lease I had cdled "property," because law and 
custom so describe it. I look further, and I find a conveyance 
"from the Trustees of Trauafiguration Church," to the same 
John Hughes ; and if I could be mistaken about the fact, that a 
999 years' lease, at one cent a year, is property, I am no longer 
in doubt, for here is no limitation in time. Pursuing ray inves- 
tigatioYi, I also find a conveyance from- one Bartholomew O'Con- 
nor, who is acknowledged to be the assignee of "a Board of 
Trustees," to John Hiigbes. 

And I might enumerate alreiost without limit. But, Oui 
Bono ? I claim that the Archbishop shall make good his 
promise. I demand, for the people of the city, the Public Li- 
brary. If the Archbishop will not trust me, I renew the ofier 
to leave the case out to arbitratioa. 

I propose again that John Hughes shall name one pei'son, I 
a second, and the two selected shall elect a third, to decide, not 
so much upon this questioH of veracity between us, — for that is 
a matter more personal than public, — but what is more impor- 
tant, whether I, upon the record, have not made out a good 
claim to that Public Library, promised, upon certain conditioug 
specihed, m the Archbishop's first letter. I rely upon the record 
and the facL I know no lEstinetion between John Hughes, and 
i^ John Ilughetr, Archbishop. The record is of property which 
he claims and acknowledges to be his, or which is in his owa 
name, ind that of his heirs and assignees. It is his to give 
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away, will away, sell a\ray, and dispose of as he pleases. The 
following rocorct of a conveyaace from tiin to others, will show 
tlifit he is as prompt to sell as to huy : 



JOHN HUGHES 



HARLEM RAILROAD COMPANY. 
Consideration of $46,000. 

All those certain lots, pieces or parcels of land, 'situate, lying 
and being in the Eighteenth Ward of the city of New York, on the 
easterly side of Madison avenue, and the southerly side of Twenty- 
seventh street. 

Recorded April 3, 1853, in liber 616, p. 640. 

If this, which was Chtirch property, was " property of God," 
how could John Hughes sell it 9 If it was aot his own property, 
how could he deed it away in fee to others 1 Would not tlie 
Harlem Einlroad Company do well to look to the validity of a 
title received from a man who sells "the property of God," and 
conveys away property which he declares he does not own? 
Yours respectfully, for to-day, 

ERASTUS BROOKS. 
New Yori;, Mciy M. 



i. CAED FROM AKCHEISIIOP HL'CnEy. 



The citizens of New York, and of the United States, must 
ive seen, and the decent portion of them must have regretted, 
IS of what seemed to te a controversy between the un- 
d snd Mr. Erastus Brooks, Senator of the State of New 
York. The point involved is a point of veracity, in which Sen- 
ator Brooks is responsibly charged with falsehood, and although 
the case would warrant it, tlie charge has not been extended to a 
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^ term. The unclersignecl, although not bom in 
this oountry, is far from being insenable or indifferent to the 
necessity of maintaining an honorable character for those who 
represent its high fnnctions in the Legislature, the Judiciary, or 
the Executive. And it is no pleasure to him, but directly the 
reverse, that Senator Brookslias placed it in his power, and made 
it of obligation for him to prove, as he is quite prepared to do, 
that he, the said Senator Brooks, is a man of falsehood. 

All this 'shall appear in less than ten days from the date of 
this c-ard. 

In the mean tiipe, the undersigned feels humbled at the neces- 
sity of saying or writing any thing which should bring infamy or 
disgrace upon his country, even though the falsehoods of a per- 
son like Senator Brooks should be the immediate occasion of it. 

The physical and material powei's of the United States are 
becoming more and more recognized from day to day by the 
(avilized nations of the world. Unfortunately the moral attri- 
butes of our progressive greatness are, in the estimation of the 
same nations, sinking from day to day. And what with the uu- 
fiivorahle portion tiiat is perhaps true in this unsettled account, 
and the prejudices of foreign nations who are unprepared to be. 
lieve any favorable report in our regard, the probability is, that 
whefbei' we like it or not, our ooui'se in the esteem of the civil- 
ized world, has at this moment a rather downward tendency. 

The undersigned ia but a cypher, yet he feels aai interest in 
the reputation, honor, prosperity and progress of the United 
States, which rnalces it a very painful duty for him to charge any 
one who has officiated as a Senator of the country at large, or of 
a particular State, with falsehood. 

But ruider present oii'cumstances there is no alternative. He 
charges Senator Brooks with multiplied and deliberate falsehoods, 
and he only solicits from the rightmindedness and patience of the 
American public a suspension of judgment for ten days. 

Jn the mean time, it would be unbecoming and perfectly dis- 
gusting in the eyes of foreign journalists, and his own country- 
men at home, as well as humiliating and pMnful to his own feel- 
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iBge, to see and read in tha Americaa joujnals, that a I'oman 
Catholic Archbishop, who clairtia to be an American, and ivho, if 
he is not an Americaii, has no right or olaim on any other coun- 
try in the world, should appear as thp locuser of an American 
Senator, whose place of nativity la imt^ue^tioned, ciiargiug upon 
the same Senator talaeliooil^ jLlibeiately md repeatedly uttered. 
Thie ia the issue to whioli Mi Erastua Broolts has urged and 
brought me. I meet it. And while I shield as much as pos- 
sible the dignity of charaotei which le implied by the word 
Senator, I hope that the justice of Americau public opinion will 
give me fiill liberty to repel and expose the falsehoods of the 
man called Erastus Brooks, I appeal with entire confidence to 
the patience, as well as justice, of that American public opimon, 
which has never disappointed me in matters of truth and luatice, 
for a suspense of ten days or two weeks. 

[>|fl JOHN, Archbishop op New Yonic. ■ 

New- Yoke, 3fay S, 1855. 



SEHATOE BROOKS I's. AECIIBIsnOP HUGIIES. 
7b the Editors of the Courier S Enquirer : 

The Archbishop is not content to leave " the wi'etched and 
vile insect, Senator Brooks," where he thrust him in his letter of 
Wednesday last, — " outside of the nearest open sash of a win- 
dow." As I expected, 1 am f^ain "worthy of the notice" of 
the Archbishop. I am recalled to his closet to be ble^ed again 
with such amiable epithets as " falsehood," " deliberate false- 
hoods," repeated, and even duplicated, sis times, in seven brief 
paragraphs. 

All this has been said so many times, and in so many ways 
and forms of phrase, tiat the Archbishop seems to be apprehen- 
sive that the public will forget the harsh names he has called me. 
I admit that he has called me all these things, and that the pub- . 
lie may not forget them, 1 intend to have them stereotyped. 
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admit tbeir high, official origin, — " »Ja John, Archbishop of New 
Toi-k." 1 have recordecl their frequency by quotation, and by 
the republication of all the Archbishop's epistles, — ^but I have 
not been so impressed with their appropriateness, coming from 
OEe who so recently formally proclaimed that he was "invested 
with an oiiiee in the Church of God, which assimilated to that of 
his Divine Master, who had aot whereon to lay his head," 

It is more than three weelts since the Archbishop a ' 
his first contemptuous letter to me, — because of a 
my speech of tlie 6th March last, wherein I ventured to " sitp- 
losE," — that was the word, sir, — that "the value of the amount 
of property held by John Hughes in this city was woith not 
much short of five millions of doUai's," — and wherein I stated, 
as proofs in part, that " a fkiund of misb" had copied 5S entries 
of as many distinct parcels of property held in tliis name. I 
was careful of my statement and of my authority, who, in this 
case, was a city lawyer, iu good standing, a member of a Chris- 
tian. Church, aud a gentleman. It was his copies of "the num- 
ber, book, and page" of the Register's office, that 1 exhibited, as 
stated in my speech to the Senate, along with a huge Tolume, 
rare with American readers, but familiar to you, I stippose, en- 
titled " Corpus Juris Canoniei Aeademicimi," and a book, equally 
rare among Protestants, known as the "Pontificate Eomanum," 
from both of which I may have something to read to the public 
by and by. 

How I could be justly charged with falsbhood for a mp 
position of fact as to yoiir wealth, founded upon such a record, 
passed my dull compreliension. If I shoiild suppose John Jacob 
Astor wortli $10,000,000, and his property, in value, should turn 
out to he even greatly less, I Could hardly he called, by a Chris- 
tian or a gentleman, a liar. If 1 should state the autliority and 
reason for that supposition, an intelligent and honest public, or 
person, would hardly see the justice for reiterating, from day to 
day, and from, week to week, — all the time without any proof to 
the contrary of the supposed fact, — the oi-y of "falsehood." 

But, as -three weelts have not afforded time enough to prove 
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that " Senator Bro 1 f f 1 1 1 tl A ib h p 

now,iii"A CarcT t tl P bl J th tiz fN 

York ancl of the U t d tat t p d th j d t i 

" ten days or tv>o w k I g BIl A y 

days or weelcs asypl Tfltmy nJbdf 

some days past, by ill t t 1 Alb y I h il b 

better able to meet ythth tlbGd gm 

strength, I am ready wtiaty tpbjtp ddyly 
day, as long as you pi 

I have two or three letters more in preparation as to your 
property, and practices in regard to it, in and out of the dty, 
which, as convenience may suit me, I may or may not publish in 
advance of your pi-omised concentrated labor of '■ ten days or 
two weeks" against me. 

I am, for to-day, very respectfully yours, 

EEASTUS BROOKS. 

New yoQK, May i, 186B, 
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During tie last session of tho New York Legisktiii-e, a peti- 
tion was presented by the Trustees of St. Louis Church, Buffalo, 
oomplaiuiDg of pretended grieyaiices which thoy had suifered, aa 
ihey alleged, at the hands of their eccleaiastiool superiors, and 
praying for an act of civil legislation, on the part of the State, hy 
which their religiouB grievances migiit he brought to an end, and 
similar ones henceforth prevented in other congi'egations. In 
that petition they avei-red, among other numerous falsehoods, 
that " Bishop Hughes had attempted to compel them (the Trus- 
tees) to m.ake the title of their church over to him." The Hon, 
Mr. Putnam drafted a hill of contingent eonfisoation and penal- 
ties against the Catliolics of .this State, imless tlieir Bishops 
should henceforth govern and regulate a]l matters affecting church, 
property, aceoi'diug to the provisions of the Act. The nnder- 
aigned denied that there was one word, or syllable, or letter of 
truth in the statement quoted from the petition ; and Mr. Wm. 
B. Le Couteulx has since admitted its entire falsehood, even 
while attempting to yindicate his own course and that of his fel- 
low-U'ustfees. Notwithstanding tlie falsehoods of his petition, 
they are entirely adopted by Mr. Putnam, and the one ah-eady 
mentioned la specially incorporated in his speech in favor of the 
bill. There is no evidence tliat Mr. Putnam was then aware of 
the Msehood which he bad adopted from t!io text of the petition. 
But he must be aware of it now. 

Mr. Senator Brooks of this city, also made a speech on the 
same side. By him the falsehood or falsehoods of the Buffalo 
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petitiou adopted by Mr, Senator Pwtnam, were entirely tjii'owii 
in tlie shade by tlie gigantio scale on which he projected his. 
Accorcling to Mm, Bishop Hughes was the ovvner, in hie own 
personal right, of an immense amount of real estate in the city of 
Now York. He supposed its value to be little short of $5,000,000, 
It consisted, according to him, of no less tliaji fifty-eight dis- 
tinct parcels of real estate, some of them coveriisg " whole 
sc^uares of land," and al! recorded in tlie Register's oifiee, to the 
number of fifty-eight entries. Of this property there were, ac- 
cording to Mr. Broolcs, " numerous transfers from Trustees," 
and, lest any Senator should doubt Ms veracity, he sported a pre- 
tended refei'enoe as fi-om the peeords in the Registei-'s OfRoe, 
giving book, mimher, and page, for the correctness of his state- 
ments. 

One is at a losa whether to be surprised more at the boldness 
of tJlis man's falsehoods, or at the imbecile credulity of a public, 
calling itself enlightened, who, nevertheless, seemed to receive 
o many gospel truths. 
Y after my return from Europe, I called the attention 
of Senator Brooks to the wantonness and axtravagance of his as- 
sei'tions. My letter was written in a spirit of playfulness, i 
intimated that ailer reserving to myself, against the wants of old 
age, out of this property little short of five millions, as Mr, 
Brooks had asserted, the sum of two millions, I should appro- 
priate all the balance, say two miUions seven hundred and fifty 
thoitsand dollars, to the founding of a magnificent library, which 
should be worthy of New York, and as I was indebted to the 
Senator for my immense fortune, it should bear his name and be 
called " The Ebastus Brooks Librabt." 

I intimated, however, in a tone sufficiently serious to attract 
his attention, that his statements were untrue, aad I called upon 
him either to prove or retract them. He chose the alternative 
of proo^and the public will see how desperate is the condition of 
a man who undertakes to prove a falsehood : — since trath will 
ever scorn to be a hand maid iu such an enterprise, and will 
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leave him caitirely dependent on hia ingenuity for the invention 
of secondary faleehoocis in support of those which, were primary. 

Out of thia grew the late conti-ovei-sy between. Mr. Bi-ooks 
and myself. It was not my business to prove that the atatemeats 
of his speech were false. It was his to prove them true. It was 
but &ir that he should have full scope to accomplish this awful 
tasit in his own way, and the public have witnessed the industiy 
with which he has prosecuted the work. 

It has been matter of surprise to some that I should not have 
had at any moment myprpofe at hand to refute both the primary 
and seeondwy falsehoods of Mr, Brooks. In other words, that 
I was not prepared to prove a negative, which no man has ever 
done by direct argument, and which no man can ever do. The 
proof of a negative must always be by deduction from argument 
■which is positive ; and how could I bring my proofs of a negative 
through the medium of positive facts to a close until Mr. Broolts 
should have completed hia whole winding and tortuous career of 
meudjualy^? I believe he has done this, at least. And now it is 
time for me to bring my positive faflts to bear upon his positive 
ialsehoods, seattei' them to the winds, and leave him standing be- 
fore the commtuiity a selCdegraJed, selfmined mau. But before 
I commence, it is proper to state, that whatever property may he 
found on. the records of the Register's Books in the city of New 
York, hi my name, is in equity and truth, though not in its l^al 
form, the property of the several congregations to be enumerated 
hereafter ; that the management of this property has been, by a 
rule of the Diocese, dating as fiir back as 1843, in the hands of 
the respective pastors of each congregation, who are required to 
associate with them one or two respectable and competent lay- 
men to assist them in the administration of the temporalities of 
then- church — to keep regular aeeouuts of its income, its expen- 
ditures, &0. — to make and publish from time to time, at least 
once ft year, a report of the condition of the church, to he distri- 
buted among their pew-holdere, and a copy of the same to be for- 
warded to tho DTchi episcopal residence, iai order to have it inserted 
in a diocesan register kept for that purpose. The title of their 
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church Jots was Yested uominally in the Bishop. But he never 
considered this as giving him any more right to the ownership, in 
the sense of Mr. Brooks, than he would have to regard as his own 
an offering of charity handed to him for the benefit of the Orphan 
Asylum, Neither has he ever received so much as one farthing 
of revenue, or income, from, this property, in consequence of his 
nominal ownersMp, Neither has he troubled himself with the 
management of the temporalities of these congregations, except 
in so far as to prevent the church property from being mortgaged, 
or exposed to alienation, as had been the case under the irre- 
sponsible management of lay trustees. Wheoever the Clergyman 
and his advisers reported to the Bishop the expediency of their 
doing something in regard to such property, he acq^uiesced, aa 
often as his judgment approved of their proposal. In this way, 
deeds, and titles, and transfers, and mortgages, &c., were brought 
to him from time to time for signature, and as a matter of coui-se 
he went through the legal formality of appending his name. So 
also when new lots were piwchased for tlie erection of new 
(dmrchea, required by the increasing numbers of the faithful, the 
deed was made out m the Bishop's name, — and the local pastor 
and his associates managed aH the rest. 

It is hardly to be wondered at, therefore, that the Bishop 
himself should- have heeu almost taken by surprise hy the display 
of documents exhibited Ly Mr. Brooks, purporting to be extracts 
from the records in tlis Register's Office. The Archbishop was 
perfectly aware, in a general way, that Mr. Brooks had entered 
boldly on a career of falsehood, bnt he was not prepared to sup- 
pose that a Senator of the State of New York, in order to brazen, 
it out against him, would have dai-ed to falsify the public records. 
This, however, Mr. Brooks has done. 

Before proceedmg to exhibit the secondary falsehoods of Mr. 
Brooks more at length, I shall ^ve a statement of ail the pro- 
perty recorded in my name in the Register's OfRoe on the day of 
the Senator's speecii. It is the same to-day, as nothing has heen 
added to or talten from it since. 

The property, then, which is recorded in my name, is the ag- 
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gregate of lots oil which fifteen dilfereiit CntlioliG congregation b 
have their places of woi-sMp, tJieir pi'lests' residences, and in some 
instances their schools. The number of these lots is seventy ^even, 
(77,) giving a fraction over five lots each for the church edifices 
of these fifteen congregations. I ana told by competent judges, 
that if these lots were to bo sold, the buildings on them, though 
exceedingly valuable to the Catholics as places for the purposes 
of Divine public worship, wonld not add to their value in the i^ti- 
iiiatioa of purchasers. I am further told by competent judges, 
that, scattered as they are at various points, fi-om Barclay street 
to Manhattanville, they M-ould not fetch more, one with the other, 
tlian five tliousand ifcllars each lot. This would prodiice, as the 
total value of property recorded in the Register's oiTioo, in the 
name of the Archbishop : 



The sum of $383,000 

But in the same Register's ofHoa there nro recorded as 
incumbrances on these seventy-seven lots, morl^ages 
\a the amount, ia the aggregate, of 345,840 

Reducing tlie net value of property recorded in the 
name of Arclibisliop HooHKa, to the alaiining sum, 
(not of a "little short of $5,000,000," but) of $139,360 



It is to be observed that before the Archbishop realized, even 
this sum, it "would he necessary for him not only to become a dis- 
honest man, but also to go through the process of turnuig fifteen 
Catholic congregations, with their respective priests, into the 
streets of the city. 

Such are the length and breadth, and height and depth, of 
all the real estate recorded in the name of Ardibishop Hughes 
in the books of the Register's office. I trust the Protectant com- 
munity will breathe more freely in consequence of knowing this 
fact. I trust also that our Catholic laity will be prepared better 
to give an answer, when the supposed immense wealth of their 
Archbishop is made a reproach to them. I may as well add 
here, that the property of the Cathedral, including Calvary 
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Cemeteiy, is managed by the Board of Trustees of St. Patrick's 
Cliui-cli^ tliat they receive and expend, and keep an account of 
all income and all outlay connected with their trust ; that the 
Archbishop's relation to it, is precisely the same aa that of his 
predecessor ; that he has no personal income to the amouat of 
one ikrthing, from these revenues, except ■vi'hat is annually appro- 
priated by the Board for his decent maintenance ; — that the sum 
thus apportioned, though sufficient, is yet moderate enough, and 
that if it is not more, the reason is that the Archbishop has more 
than once declined to accept a larger amount. 

There was a period during the late controversy between Mr, 
Broolta aad nayself, when I almost doubte'S whether falsehood 
would not gain the victory over truth. A perfect novice as re-, 
garda deeds and titles and formalities of law, I should not have 
known where to commence my refutation of the man of falsehood. 
Accordingly, I referred the matter to two respectable legal 
gentlemen, namely, Messrs. T. James Glover and W. C, Wet- 
more, Wlien I asked the public to suspend their judgment for 
ten d^ys or two weeks it wag thit these gentlemen might have 
tm e to exA e 1 e reco d n the Register's office. This they 
1 ave 1 e Tl ey 1 ve folio *cd Mr. Brooks, number by num- 
be They have e net eve y thing alleged by him as on the 
autho ty of he p bbc reco 1 and from their reliable statement 
no 7 submtted I shall be lie to show that Mr. Brooks lias 
bee gu Ity of ne o lel berate, and wilful falsehoods, in- 
eludi g the a ng ex pen nent of perverting and falsifying the 
very re ords ■which he pr te led to cite. Here are the letter 
and Eepoit of Messrs. Glovei and Wetmore : 

To the Most Beo, Arelibishop SugJies. 

In compliance with your request, we have examined the various 
records of conveyances to you, mentioned in the several letters of Sen- 
ator Brooks, ns well as others made by you ; and wa beg leave to pre- 
sent to you, as the result of such examination, the accompanying re- 
port, upon the acouriwy of which you may coufldently rely. 

We have only to observe that the respective deeds ai'e numbered 
to correspond with the numbers used by Senator Brooks, and that 
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tlfose which are not noticed, are correctly cited by him, except some 
inaccuracies of refei'ence. 

"We have the honor to be wifh gi'eat respect, 

Your obedient Bervants, 

(Signed) T. Jamks Gloves, 
W. C. Wbi>more. 
Ni!w York, May 11, 18GS. 

EEPOET. 

Wo. I. Is a lease for 999 years, at a nominal rent, lint with a cove- 
nant on the part of the lessee to maintain a Church according to the 
rites and diaoipliae of the Roman Catholic Church. 

No. 11. Is an aasigament of a lease affecting the same jn-emues men' 
Honed m Jfo. XTX 

The lots belonging to St Paul's Church at Harlem, were ussesaed 
for the opening of 117tb street^ in 1840. They were sold to P. Do- 
herty, for non-payment of the assessment, and the same not being re- 
deemed were leased to him by the Mayor, Ac, of the Oity of New 
York, ibr twenty years. This is the lease asaigned by P. Doherty to 
the Rt Kev. John Hughes, as stated in No. II. The identical premi- 
ses were conveyed by the Sheriff in an esecution sale against tha Trus- 
tees of St. Paul's Church, to the Et. Eey. John Hughes, as set out in 
No. SIX, The two deeds convey but one and the same piece of pro- 
No. III. Is between the same parties and for tha same premises 
mentioned in No. VII. 

No, TI. Is a deed by Patten and wife of the half part of a vault fov 
burial on the premises mentioned in No. X. 

No. Vn. la the same as No. III. as above stated. 
No. Till, is correctly stated, as follows: 
Bartholomew O'Connor Deed dated 

of the 1st part, 7th Feb., rec. S3 

to Sept., 1845. 

Kt. Rer. John Hughes lib, 4B5, p. 415. 

of the ad part. 
This deed cites a conTeyanoe by the Trustees of Christ Church to 
Bartliolomew O'Connor, dated, 8th January, 1848, whereby the Trus- 
tees with the consent of the Court of Chancery, assigned their lands, 
&C., upon trust to sell the same, and out of the proceeds to pay their 
creditors. It tben, in consideration of $42,000, conveys the four lots 
on James street, and also the vestments, church furniture, and organ, 
Mr. O'Connor ia nowhere styled 3¥uatee to Ohriit GMerek, nor Trus- 
tee of OhrUt Oliatreh, Nor was he such in fact or in law, nor can he 
with pi-opriety be so styled, He was wmply an assignee ibr the ben- 
efit of Cieditors, by vh'tua of an .issignraent modo Jan. 1843, and 
conrayed the premises in Fobruaiy, 1845, to Et Rev, John Hughes in 
the same manner as he might haye done to any otiier purchaser. 
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No. IX. — Is a conT-ejance of the property of the Sacred Heart at 
Manhattanville, Ihu wliola of which wna subsequently conveyed by the 
lit. Eev. John Hughes to Aloysia Hardy, by deed dated 10 Feb. 1847, 
recorded on l^th January, 1848, lib. 497, p. 302. 

No. XI. Tho premises mentioned in this deed, executed by Z. 
Eantae, though, separately numbered on the map, really form but one 
lot, having a front on tho street of twenty-five feet by about one hun- 
dred and sisty feet deep. 

Nos. SlY., XV., and XVI. all relate to the property of the Con- 
vent of Mercy, No. XIV. is an asaignment of a lease for life of one lot 
on Mulberry street No. XV. ia a conflrmaUon of a previous deed by 
the attorney in fact of Mr. Rea, to W. H. Butlev— the power of at- 
torney having been lost. No. XIV. is the main source of title to this 
property. 

The whole of it was conveyed by the Most Rev. John Hughes to 
" Tho Institution of Mercy," as soon as incoi-p orated, according to law, 
by deed dated 1st June, 1854; rea 16th June, 1854, lib. 603, 

No, XVlLis a conveyance of a "strip of land," not a lot, idngonly 
ttDo inakea in width by 100 feet in depth, adjoining another lot. 

No. XVIII. is the conveyance of an irregular piece of land at 
the comer of 37th st. and Madison avenue; on tho preceding page of 
the record is a release of dower in the same premises in oondderation 
Of $3,377 63. 

The whde of this pieco of land vras conveyed by the Most Rev. 
Archbishop to the Harlem Railroad Company, by deed dated 6th Jan. 
1853 ; recorded ad April, 1853, lib, QIC, p. 340. 

No. XIX, is the sheriffa deed mentioned above under the head of 
No. II., and conveys the same premises. 

No. XXII. is a deed of confirmation of the same premises described 
in No. XLVl The latter (No. XLVI.) i s a deed from Eev. Felix 
Tarela, to the Host Eev. John Hughes, of the property kaown as 
Transfiguration Ohurch, It bears date April 33, 1860, and vras re- 
corded on the 1st day of November, 1860, in Kber 554, page 4G6. 
The conveyance No. XXIL bears date December 9th, 1851, and was 

recorded on , ia liber 691, page 288. This deed recites upon its 

ihce an order of the Supteme Court, dated November 23d, 1861, au- 
thorizing the Trustees to execute it sii conJij-maHon of the title of the 

The whole of these premises mentioned in the above deeds, iras con- 
veyed by the Most Rev. Archbishop to L, J. Wyeth, by deed dated 
May ad, 1863; recorded the same.day, liber 640, page 464. 

No. XXVI. is an assignment of a lease for the unexpired portion of 
a term, having originally three years and ax months to run from No- 
vember 1st, 1860. 

No. XLI. is a conveyance from the Corporation of tho Protestant 
Episcopal Church, known as Zion's Ohurch. 

No. XLIII, is a conveyance of four lots, on the comer of Fifth 
avenue and Fiftieth street— being 100 feet 6 inches on the avenue, by 
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100 feet in dapth. It is not a couTeyance of " a Bquare of land," in 
the sense in wlilcli the term is nsed ; noK, indeed, ia apy sonso. 

But the entire premises described in this deed, wore conveyed by 



No. XLVI. has been already disposed of. 

The deed of the Orphan Asylum property is correctly stated as 
ibllowB: The Mayor, Aldermen, &c., of the city of New York, of the 
firat part, to the Eoman Oatholie Orphan Asylum Society, in the city 
of New York, of the second part — deed dated August 1st, 1846 ; re- 
corded Book A of Deeds, page 271, OomptroUer's office — coavays a 
piece of land on Kfth avenue, between Kfty-flrat and Fifty-second 
atreets, and extending easterly 450 ' feet, upon condition that the par- 
ties of the second pixt erect thereon, within three years, a building to 
be approved by the Mayor, and that they keep the premises for the 
pnrposes contemplated by their charter. The counterpart is signed 
by the President and Scd'ctajy of the Board of Trustees of the 

(Signed) T. Jaiies Glover. 

W. C. "VTetuokb. 

The foregoing iiuthentic statements, ttvken from the records, 
will warrant me in summing up the results of the examination 
made by Messrs. Glover and Wetmore, as follows : 

I. Ml". Brooks has jalsijied the record, by styling Barthol- 
omew O'Connor " Trustee to Christ Cimreh." 

II. He felsely cited the deed from tLe Trustees of Ti-aus- 
ligOTatioa Church, executed in 1851. 'Vha falsehood ooneistecl 
ill suppressing what appears upon the fiiee of that deed — that it 
was simply in confirmation of a title previously vested in the 
Arohbisiop. The premises had laeen, in truth, conveyed to Lim 
by Eev. F. Varela, in'l850. 

UI. He intentionaliy falsifies, ■when he declares that the 
deed of Michael Cm-ran conveyed " a siyiare of land." 
IV. He wilfully counts the following premises twice: 

1st. The property of St. Paul's Ohurch, — first, under the lease 
from P. Doherty, and again under the deed from Westervelt. 

2d. The half part of a vault for burial, under the deed from Patten 
and wife, the same having been embraced in the premises conveyed 
by Eev. Andrew Byrne. 

3d. The lot described in deed from Mr. Eea, — first, under that 
deed, and aeain under the deed from G. W. HjiH. 
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4tli. The Trail sSguratioa Church property, — Orst, under the Va- 
rela deed, and again uuder the deed of conflrmation. 

V. He inoludes the followjug property, though conveyed 
away by tlie Arclibishop ; 

1st. The property of the Sacred Heart at ManhattaQviUe. 

3d. The property of the Convent of Mercy. 

3d. The property afc the eoi-ner of Madison avenue and Twenty- 
- seventh street He will not deny that he knew the Archbishop con- 
veyed away this property, for he cites the deed to the Harlem Rail- 
road Company in the very letter in which he falsely attributes to the 
Archbishop fJie ownership of it. ' 

dth. The property of the Transflguratioh Church. Not content 
with setting it down as still vested In the name of the Archbishop, 
though he conveyed it away two years ago, Mr. B. counts it twice. 

6th. The four lols at the comer of Fifth avenue and Fiftieth street. 

VI. He counts tlie following as. eiitire lots : 

1st. The half of a Tault for burial. 

2d. The " strip of land," two inches wide, conveyed by Costar's 
executors. 

8d. A piece of land, 13 feet by 9T feet 4 inches, conveyed by R. 

4th. A piece of land, 36 feet 3 inches by 33 feet 6 inclies, con- 
veyed by "Wood's executors. 

VII. He coimts the leasehold lot assigned by J. R. Bayley, 
although the teiin espired on the 1st of May, 1854. 

YIII. He counts the property conveyed by Z. Kantze as two 
lots — the same forming, in troth, but one, . 

This reduces the number of deeds of lots now vested in the 
Archbishop, to 33 ; and reduces the lots themselves from 101 to 
77, as follows : 

Whole number of deeds quoted by Mr. Broolis, ... 43 

Actual number as taken from the records in the Register's oiEce, 33 

Difference, 14 

Whole number of lots stated by Mr. Ei'oolts, .... IQl 
Strike out the following ...... lof.s. 

1. Lease— St. Jolin's, 3 

2. " J. E. Bayley; expired May, 1854, . . 1 
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p. Dohevty ; counted twice, . 
. Deed — Paiten, " "... 

James Hea il n ... 

Trustees of Transfiguration Cliuruh ; counted 

Commann ; conveyed away, 

G. W. Hall, "... 

M. A, Gafney, " 

Eey. P. Varela, " ... 

Michael Curran, " 

Cosfar's executors ; s, strip, . 

P. Kein ; part of lot, 

"Wood's executors; part of lot, 

Making ia all, 24 

Which, subtracted from 101, as reported by Mr. Brooks, 
leav^ a halan.ce, as has been elsewhere meiitioned, of 
lots, f7 

It would require a smaH Toiiime to develope, at length, all the 
drcumstances of nieanne^^ that characterize the fiilsehoods of 
which Mr. Brooks hfi? been guilty. I may say, in general, that 
all falsehoods range themselves either under one or other of 
these two heads, namely : the assertion of something that has no 
existence in reality, or the denial of something which has. It 
follows, therefore, that falsehood has no real existenca, except as 
the negative of truth ; and, consequently, that what is called 
public opinion, has no power to create truth from falsehood, or 
to destroy truth aud render it false. Public opinion, to he worth 
any thing as regards things which exlst,.or things which do not, 
ought to be the Ifigitinnate offspring of truth — its creature, not 
its creator. A friend of mine has preserved some four columia 
of scraps, from different newspapers, published for the most part 
in the interior, as evidence of public opinion in regard to the 
late controversy between Mr. Brooks and myself The general- 
ity of the press, however, and especially in the large cities, bave 
had the kindness to abstain from pTOnouncing judgment on the 
question of veracity, until the evidence should be all in, and the 
testimony closed on both sides. For tiiis just course of forbear- 
ance, peiiduig the controversy, and especially since I solicited a 
suspension of judgment for ten days or two weeks, I now make 
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my grateful acknowledgments. But I have no such acknowledg- 
ments to make to the journals which have pronounced a prema- 
ture judgment, and whose hasty opinions have been eagerly 
gathered into the columns of the Hxpress. Having indorsed 
Ml'. Brooks, withoat waiting to know what they were about, it 
was but consistent that they should vUify Archbishop Hughes, 
whicii tliey have not failed to do. I do not ask them to retract 
what tliey have said. I do not ask them to recall or change 
their opinions on the suhject; but I do ask them, as the only 
reparation which it is in their power to make, to publish thb 
letter in their respective papers. If they are honorable men, 
they wiU do so. If I were their enemy, which I am not, I 
could not desire to inflict on them a more humiliating punish- 
mect for their unfair and rash judgment. If they only publish 
this letter, they may, of coru^ae, if tliey choose, still continue to 
encourage falsehood, and the falsification of public documents, 
hy their continued indorsement of Senator Brooks, 

It ia customaiy throughout nearly all Christendom for a 
Catholic Bishop to prefix the sign of the Cross to his sigaa- 
ture. Most of those editors just now referred to, and who 
have been fabricating public opinion for the New York Express, 
seem to be too poor in the resources of their printing olfiees to 
possess any type which would represent the symbol of Chris- 
tianity ; and, as the next substitute thereto, or rather in ridicule 
thereof, they substitute the sign of the assassin, the dagger. 
They imagme appaiently that this substitution will make tre- 
mendous ha^oc on the reputation of Aichbishop Hughes. But 
they seem to foiget tliat the sign of the Cross is the sign of 
man's redemption, and that symbol m which St. Paul glorified, 
and the symbol which, when lepiesented by a dagger, they ai-e 
giving over to the scandal ot youth, the ridicule of the infidel, 
and seofilr at all Chiistiamty And jet our type-founders are 
not surely so birren of ingenuity, as not to be able to invent 
something outside the ilphibet, which would give a grave and 
decent idea of the sigu of the Gross. Every civilized nation is fami- 
liar with symbolic language, nor are we, as a people, at all deficient 
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ill this respect, with the single exception I have just mentioned. 
Outside the alphabet we have our eymtolic type to represent, for 
instance, a section of railway, a steam engine, a tree, a house, a stray 
horse, or a runaway negro. In fact we have in our printing offi- 
ces symbolic type for almost every thing except the sign of the 
Cross. Surely it cannot be that our printers are so excessively 
American, according to the late and improved sense of that term, 
that they reject the sign of the Cross, because it symbolizes a 
/breiffti religion. Alas ! if all AniericaniS were like some of our 
modem legislators, Christianity, the thing symbolized as well as 
its type, would be foreign enough. Be this, however, as it may, 
I will forgive those editors if they wili only publisii tbis letter, 
and allow their readers to see and study the melancholy eviden- 
ces it exhibits of the humiliating position into which their rash, 
unjust, hasty conclusions, in my regard, and their blind reliance 
on the veracity of Senator Brooks, have betrayed them. Their 
readers will perceive that the Hocorable Senator has left no spe- 
cies of felsehood unemployed. Being no doubt acquainted with 
the rules of evidence, they will perceive that Mi-. Brooks has 
perpetrated the ialsehood direct, assertio falsi, which, if such a 
term can be applied in such a case, is manly and midisguised 
labehood ; — as, for example, the " whole squares of lajid " wliioh 
in his speech he said were mine. This is tlie out and out asser- 
tio Juki, without a shadow of mitigation. The next species is in 
the insinuation of what is false, suffgestio falsi ; — take, for exam- 
ple, the case in which he intimates, and would have the public 
believe, that the property given to the Orphan Asylum by the 
Coi-poration of the city was given to me, on the plea that my 
name as President of tiie Society, and that of its Secretary, 
were signed to the conditions on which the conveyaaoe had been 
made. The third species is the suppressing of the truth, sup- 
pressio veri. This has been exemplified by our Senator;— as, 
for instance, in the case of the deed, whicli has on its face, as 
certified by Messrs. Glover and "Wetmore, " in conjiiinatioii, " of 
a previptis title. If the firet species of fabehood here alluded to 
be regarded as at least bold, open, manly and outspoken, the 
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second and third, ■wheneyer a question of veracity is involved, 
axe always looked upon as low, sneaking, and base. On. the 
■whole, it appears from records and testimony ■whicli Mr, Brooks 
Af ill not dare deny, that lie is an espert in every department of 
jfelsehood, and that we can say of him, but r 
what the poet said of Slieridan, — he 



Time ivill not permit me to go into further details on this 
melancholy subject. I presume the public is disgusted with the 
exhibition which Senator Brooks has rendered it my painful hut 
imperative duty thus to ftuTiish, on tlie authority of witnesses 
and documents which he cannot gainsay. The reader, however, 
cannot be more disgusted with it than the writer is. And if he 
wOl cast his eyea back over the correspondence which has talcen 
place, he will see that I left nothing undone at an earlier sti^o 
of its progress to warn and save Mr. Brooks from results which 
he has determined on realizing to the bitter end. I spoke of tJie 
bad example to our youth which would result from his course, — 
I reminded him that his leputation belonged not to himself, but 
to his country, and thit he w ■js not it liberty to trifle with it. 
I tried to rouse Jum. to the dangeis of his career by language 
approaching insult, m oiclei to bung hira to an issue on some 
specific question of vencity before he should have aeeumulated 
upon his head the monntim which njt cnly hides, but crushes. 
It was all in vain If I was Cuntont with my "epithets," he said 
he was content with his ' facts " And by this bold but desperate 
course, Mr. Brooks must have flattered himself that he should 
carry a large portion of the pidilic with him, or, at all events, 
that he should so befog the question as to enable him to escape 
detection and exposure. That mass of "public opinion," so 
called, which ha^ been gathered from various newspapers into the 
columns of the Express, shows that for a brief period Mr, Brooks 
succeeded in his purpose; but should he over ontei- on a contro- 
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versy agaja, let him not forget tlie motto prefixed to this letter, 
ill ■which the great Dutch philosopher proclaims an important 
principle, namely ; " Light, the mother ofTruth, will not permit 
Deeeptioa to enjoy a. long reign." 

Before closing this commuuication, I must be allowed to say 
a few -woi-da in reference to the style of vituperation employed 
towards me by those editors whose adverse opinions have been 
garnered in the columns of tlie Express, They hold it as an 
impertinence for a foreigner like myself to adventure on auy crit- 
icism of the language which a native bom American Senator may 
think proper to employ to his prejudice. They have indorsed the 
career and position of Mr. Brooks, in reference to the issue of 
tJie late controversy, and in opposition to facts and truth, I hold 
their opinions, therefore, at a very low estimate. Nevertheless, 
I must tell them that I am not a foreigner: I renomiced for. 
eignism on oath nearly forty years ago. I procured from the 
proper court a certifieate of political and civil birthright as an 
American citizen, and I am not disposed to relinc[uish one jot of 
the privileges to which, in the faith, of the country, it entitled 
me. But if I renounced foreiguism, I did not renounce human- 
ity. And whilst I hold myself to be as true and loyal an Amer- 
ican as ever claimed tlie protection of onr national flag, I would 
not exchange the bright memories of my early boyhood in anotlier 
land, and beneath a different sliy, for those of auy man living, 
no matter where he was born. Those editors who fabricate pub- 
lie opinion for the N. Y. Express, say that I am not an Ameri- 
can. But they are mistalcen. If prindplea and feelings which 
are theorized, though, perhaps, not always realized in the system 
of our free government, constitute an American, they were mine 
from earliest memory — they were innate — they were inherited — 
they were a portion of my nature. I could not eliminate them 
from the moral constitution of my nature and being, even if I 
would. In this sense I was ao. American 'from birth. I revered 
justice and truth, as it wei-e, by instinct. I hated oppression 
and despised falsehood. I cherished, both for myself, and, as far 
as practicable, for all mankind, a love of the lai^eat liberty com- 
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patilDle with private rights aad public orcler. Of course, then, 
■whea penal laws, enacted on account of my religion, had rendered 
my native laad unfit for a life-long residence, unless 1 would be- 
long to a degraded class, America, according to its professed 
principles, -was the country for me. Eiit I came not merely to 
be an inliabitant, but a dtizea of the United States, I have, 
therefore, been an American — I am an American— I ■wUl he aa 
American — I shall be an American in despite of all the editors 
that have rushed into the New Yorlt Express, with only half tlie 
evidence before them, to record judgment in favor of S 
Brooks, and against Archbishop Hughes. 

la regard to the recent enactment of o 
an unsolicited bill on the Catholics of New York, out of which 
tlie late controversy with Senator Brooks arose, it is not, perhaps, 
becoming for me to say much. It is, I think, the first statute 
pa^ed in the Legislature of New York since the Eevolution, 
which, has for its object to ahridge the religious and encroach oa 
the dvil rights of the m embers of one speeitie religious denomina- 
tion. Hitherto when any denomination of Christians in the State 
desired the modification of its laws affecting Clnirch property, the 
Legislature waited for their petitions to that effect — tooitthe same 
into consideration, and when tliere was no insuperable objection, 
modified the laws so as to accommodate them to the requirements 
of the particular sect or denomination by whom the petition had 
been presented. Thus the law of 1784, though still on the statute 
book, has become practically antiquated and obsolete. IVom its 
odious and oftentimes impracticable xequiiements, the Episcopa- 
lians, the Presbyterians, the Methodists, the Dutch Reformed 
Church, the Quakers, and periiaps others besides, have at various 
times solicited exemption at the hands of the Legislature, and oli- 
tained special enactments more in accordance with their faith and 
discipline respectively. Now this antiquated law is the one 
which is revived, reiuvigorated, strengthened by provisions for 
contingent confiscation of Church property, and forced upon the 
Catholics of the State of N ew York as sufficiently good for them. 
Thoy had not petitioned for it, — they did not d^ire it, — they 
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will not have it, if tlioy can lawfully dispense with its eiiaet- 
merits, 

I am inclebted to the kindness of a friend, perfectly competent 
to form a judgment on the subject, for the following synopsis of 
the hardships, provided for in the different sections of this Churcii 
Tenure Bill : 

1st, — It malt^ void a deed of land, if intended for religious 
worship,— that is to say, it takes from every man (lay ov ecclesi- 
astic) the right, either to give to any individual, or to hny a lot, 
to devote it to the highest purpose to which it can be devoted, the 
adoration of the living Grod. 

2d. — It avoids a last will of any real estate so used. It thus 
maltes it -unlawful for any man to leave snch property by will to 
any person, even his own children, and this notwithstanding he 
may have purchased it and built a church upon it with his own 
money. 

3d.— It attempts to affect lands, held in fee simple absohite 
with a newly created trust in law, — ^by a usiirpation of judicial 
functions — which, if tolerated, would desti'oj the Judiciary, and 
make fJie Legislature supreme and despotic. 

4tb.— It would thus not only impmr the validity of a vested 
title, in Tiolation of the Constitution of the United States, but it 
would deprive a man of his propeity without judicial process, in 
violation of our State Constitution and Bill of Eights. 

5th,— By a short, summary sentence, — it would wrest from, the 
individual and from Jus heirs and devisees all title to such pro- 
perty on his death, (no matter how lawfully acquired,) declaring 
by a stretch of power, equalled only by the assumed omnipotence 
of Parliament, that on his death it shall vesiin the State, 

The Constitution declares that the entire and absolute pro- 
p ty 'n land is ted in the individual owner, subject only to 
th 1 w i 1 at for defect of heirs. Yet here we have a 
Stat t al th Constitution— a statute q£ confiscation and ot 

up t M xi 'er it is the legislation of the strong i^ainst 

th w a! — tl e I station of political and religious animosity, 
fo lEg the 19th oentmy and in this free land, upon one re- 
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ligious hodj a Kystem of church management hostile to fJieir 
cburcli discipline. 

How many are the private I'ighta, hitherto declared sacred 
aud inalienable, which are stricken down liy this bold enaotment ! 
Surely there is matter in this act to mstlie thinking men pause 
and wonder that the transition from unrestricted freedom to al> 
Boluta despotism is so easy and so rapid. 

Such is the synopsis of the effects contemplated by what is 
called the Qinroh Tenure BOl, And the reader who has had the 
patience to pernse the whole of this communication, will have seen 
by what means it was introduced, and by what means its enact- 
ment has been accomplished. 

►J. JOHN, Archbishop of Mw York. 

Few York, May lUft, 1865. 
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O.A.T^LOG-;XJE 
MM & CHEAP 

J EBWfiSl BOKISAi & BBOTHER 

', \ Invito tlie sittGution of tlie Cathoiio Hieraroliy and Clergy, Col- 
? ) leges. Convents, Religious lustitutiona, Ciitiiolio Institutes, and 
< the public geuernlly, to their axteneive Hssortment of Catholic 
3 worka in Yarions laoguf^es, consisting of Biblss, Peayeb Booeb, 
I Hbtorioai. and Dayoriovii. Wokhs, and School Eooks. 
S They aak apeoinl attention to their oxienaiTS liat of Buperior ( 
i) SoHoot. Books, especially iidapted for tlie nae of the Catholic > 
{ SohooU in tha United States ; all of whieh are approved by ? 
lb of tha Archbishops nad Bialiopa, as well as Heads of Eeli- 5 
i gious Ofdern, including tha Eootbees oe the Cskktiab Sohools. 




EDWAED DUKIGAW & BEOTHEE, 

151 FULTOH STEBKT, NEAE BEOAHWAT, 
raw TORE. 




C®P¥ Oi' fl tETTEjS, 



^tumpiipj » SbKi SIttal suit lis '1' fill! lalStt, 
TO EDWAED DUMGAH & BEOTHEE. 



il&s? worthy and n 

Some hooks, wkic/t, as it appeared hy your most 
courteous letter, you wished to offer to OTtr most holy Lord 
Tope fizcs IX., have been lately handed to him,. This act 
on your part cotdd iiot Imt please his Holiness, and the zeal 
yott eanstantly show hy the puilicatio?i of works in defence 
and protection of the cause of the Catholic Religion, gi/oes 
him great joy. 

The Sovereign Pontiff, therefore, with great pleasure en- 
courages you in your course by this letter, and returns you 
his thanks for the gift tvhich you <^er. 

I ami, moreover, ordei'ed to transmit a gold litedal, ipliich 
the saine benign Fontiff sends, impressed with Ms august 
effigy, and with it, as a pledge of his paternal and especial 
affection towards you, his Apostolic blessing, which, as an 
auspice of aU lieavenly good, he lovingly grants yoti with the 
most sincere affection of his heart. 

Ihave only to profess my respects to you, Gentlemen, on 
whom I earnestly implore all that is sating and propitious 
frmn our Lord. 

Gentlemen, 
Your most humble and obedient Servant, 

DOMINIC FIORAMONTI, 
Some, Jidy Htlt, 1853. Zoim Becrsla^y to ]iu Holiness. 

To M. DUNIGAir <6 SBOTEEB, Tfrn Tori:. 
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-BIBIES AND TESTAHESIS. 



,AIOST REV. JOnN HUGHES, AECEBEHOP OF RT51V YORK 



DUNIGAN & EEOTHEE'S 



3%^ most compreliend'es in (he English language. 

TEE HOJ;.Y BIBLE, trauslateS fram the Lfltiii Vulgnt.e, dffi- 
gentlj oompacfld with tlia Hebrew, Qreeli, and other editioua in. 
vnriouH languages. The Old TektajiIeht, first pnbllehad by the 
English CollagB at Douny, A. D. 1609; and the i^BW Testa stknt, 
first published by the Eiighsli OoBege at RheiiQB, A. D. n^% witli 
useful notes, Ciitioal, Historical, Controvaisial, and Exjilauatory, 
from tiiB most eminaat Commentatoi-s imd able and judicious 

By llie EEev. aSe®. BjC© Mayii3®«li;, E5, BP. 
Splendidly embellislied by eminent Artists, after tJie great Masters. 
Tiiia edition oontoiiis in full tlie many thousand Gi-itioal, Es- 
plaiiatory, and Practical Kotes iiliiBtvatlve of the Text, witi Refei'- 
enoes, Readings, Chronological Tables, and Indexes of tha great 
OiTginal "Wort, being an asaet reprint of the edition approved by 
the Catliolic hierarchy in England and Ireland. It is published 
under the approbaljon of the Most Rev. Johm Hughes, D. D., Arch- 
bishop of New Torlt, and honored witli the pati-onage of most of 
the Archbishops, Bishops, aaS. Clei^ of the United States and the 
CnnadaB. 

J?rio3— AmariEan morocco, embossed, .... S^-i 

Turkey morocco, gilt edges, ... . ■ . 16 

" " super extra ailt eilges, . . IS 

" " " panelled sides, S5 
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"This new eilitioTi of the English Terflion of the ElhU, with the 
implete notes o£ Bishop Cliallouer, Rbt. Geo. Leo Haydock, and 
otbera, known aa Haydook's Catholic Bible, having been duly examined, 
'B hereby approve of iCa ropublieation by Edward Dunigan & Brother, 
of thig city. 

■'Giren at New York, this 6th day of May, 1852, undor om' hsrnd 
and seal. 

AntuDisnop oe Hsw Yoee." 



AslditiOMCil. ApproTjnti'Biiaj 
"I moat willingly adhere to the approval of this edition of the 
Holy Bible, given by my Most Hav. Friend and Erotlier in Christ, the 
Archbishop of New York ; and I shall not fail to reooinmeQii its use to 
the clergy and laitMul of the Eeelesiastieal province of Quebec 
» 4, F. I?., 

AeOUEISHOP OS QUKEEO. 

"I i-etnra yon thants for yoni" splendid edition of the Bible with 
Haydook's notes. I am happy to find that you have completed your 
arduous undertaking, and trust that a rapid sale will reward jour noble 
enterprise. 

" bU FB-HMcis Psfttri®^ KcssmcSs, 

Anoim'p Bait." 

" I feel prond of adding my appvobatiou to that of your illustrious 
Archbishop, and unite with all the Prelates and Catholics of this coun- 
try, in felicitating you on the auspicious ooiisumiaation of so noble an 
undertaking. Wishing you a long sueoession of years distinguished 
by labors and virtues, such as merited for you the letter and gold 
medal from the Holy Father with his Apostolic blessing, 
"I remain, &c,, tja ^. B. ^ittiXCHil, 

Abp. Cin," 

"Pleiise accept my thanlrs for your new and unabridged edition of 
Haydock's Oatholio Bible, and enlist my name among your siibscribcra, 
who, I sincerely hope. Trill he aa numai'ous as you have unquestionable 
right to expect, for the unsurpassed caro which you have given to this 
precious publication. i have the honor to remain 
Your affeot. sei'v't, 
" tJsa Allt., 

^ AliP.Oi'N.OcLEANS." 
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"Yon may place my niuiiB among those of the oUicr Prelates, who 
I'eeommaud yovii- edition to the publie. 



"I giently a&aire find commend your beantifully illiiatmtei editioB 
of the Holy Bible, with Haydook's yalnable notes. Your zeal and eu- 
terjiiie aie certainly dasecTing of all praise, and mil, I hope, be ra- 
woided by a widely extended patronage. 

" ^ J'oliiin, 

"Bb. of Ale ami-." 

"Of the ciranktiou of your edition of Eajdoak's Bible in my dii- 
cesp, I do not merely declare my cordial approval, but my moat ear- 
iio»t wish, that it may hud a homo and readers in every family. 



" The oon'actneas of the edition of wliich yours is a reprint, and the 
Tolna of the notes attached to it, ni'e facts which need not now be proved, 
for they are well linown to all who read the Holy Scriptures in Eng- 
Esh. The taatimony of the Most Eev. Arehbisbop of Hew Yorlc, pre- 
fixed to yonr edition, fucniehea snffioient evidence <jf the acoui-aey and 
faithfulness with which you have performed yoor part in its reproduc- 
tion. If, however, yon think that my approval may be of any benefit, 
you are free to make uae of it. 

"Yonra reBpcofJully, 



"I feel extremely ausious to see this splendid edition among th 
Catliolics of my diocese, and I shall do every thing in my power t 
circulate it — at least to recommend it. It will prove a rich mine t 
refute the objections and remove the prejudices of the enemies of ou 
holy religion. 

" c-Ji ^aiiai«s ©yores', 

Bp. of WiTOHEZ." 
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"Il.noiv not in what toi-ms fo espvees my admiration of jour 
energy, enterpiise and auaoesFi, in produoiug a work tliat reflects tredit 
npoa otr country and religion. I will do all i can to fui'tlier its 
circulat.on. 

" Toui's, in oui- Lord, 

"lifsi (Ecas'g-e AloysMs, 

"Up. of Covington." 

"If my npprobation be deemed of any Bei'vioe, most elieerfnlly do I 
give it I will tilao do all in my powar to malie this new publioalJon 
known tlirongli tlia dioosBe of Qalveaton. Youi' zeal to enrich tlia 
country with Tisafnl books, oancot ba sviffioiantly praised. God. I 
hope, will reward yonr generous effoi'ts, and prospev your religions 
■nudertaldngs, ao favorabla to tha diffusion of our holy faith. 
« t|« S, M. ©din, 

■' Bp. Off GjtVESTOS." 

" I moat cheeifiiUy concur with the Moat ReT. Ai'ohbiahop of Few 
Toik EJid otlvev prelates of this country in approving of tliis republica- 
tion, and do strongly reoonuaend it to tlie clergy imd faithfid of the 
djooese of Deti-oit^ 

" cjfl Fetter FaH3, 

" Br. Z. C. A. Deteoit." 

"I take great pleasure in joining with the other prelates in the 
approbation of your Bible witli a sincere desire not only to warraut, 
but ulso to euuourago the oiroulation of this splendid woi'lt througliout 
the extent of my diocese, 

" B^ J'olEllS Mie,i'£SiIB, 

"Bp. Off Milwaukee." 

" Your noble edition of Haydook's Bible ia far Buperior to any 
edition of tbe Bible heretofore published in tha United Slates, and I 
olieerfully unite my approbation with those of the prelates tliat have 
preeeded me 
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AiJilitigina.I Approbntions. 

" I trmt tliat tlie Catholic commuuity, not only iu the diooeaea of 
diioK^o and Quiney, but throughout the Union, will, whilst saetiug in- 
strnetioii in ihe Book of Life, show their appreciation of your entei-prise 
aad sucoeas, in presentiug to them this Holy Volume in so lenrued, per- 
faot and beautiful a form. 

" Bisnop OF Chicago." 



" ITie reoommeniJalJon of tie distiaguished Bishop Hughes, and the 
little I have read of Oxe notes, are more tliaa suffioient to induce ma to 
be a patron of your important and nsefiil new edition of Haydooli's 
Bible. I highly approve your bold and holy ■work. God will reward 
you. 



"The approbation of so many distinguiahed prelates, ivithout the 
addition of mine, which I freely give, is more than sufficient to warrant 
the oiroulation of that Talnabla ■work in my dioeese. 

"Br. OF VraoEKNES." 



" I most heartily concur with bo many of my Eight Rev. Brethren 
in the approbation and reoommendatioD of Ed. Duaigan & Brother's 
most magnifioant edition of the Catholic Bible, with Haydock'a notes 
■unabridged. There is no apprehension of misnnderetandiug any text of 
the Holy Book in tliis edition, ■where every difficult passage is so well 
and faithfully csplainod. 

"cja E's'estei'ic JSaiB'Sigii, 

" Bishop, and T. A. of Upper MicmotAN." 



" The beautiful edition of Haydock's Family Bible, published by 
Messra. Dunigan & Brother, of New York, has my approbation, and I 
cordially recommend its circulation in tte diocese of Brooklyn. 

"Bp. of Bkooklyn." 
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"At the I'eqnest of Messra. Diinignti & Brother I rfieei-fully join in 

■eoomroending thair new oditioD of ' Hnydoek'a Catholic Bible,' a work 

10 much aateemed, and now repiibliahed wifh tha approbation of the 

Most EeT. Dr. Hughea, Arohbiahop of New York. 

" ijT< .fffllBBB, 

lis: 01.- BuFWi.0." 



"1 moat ■willingly gire my approbation totlia useful undertaking of 
Maaars. Dnnigan & Brother in their publication of tha Holy Bible. 
" bJi Matliias, 

Bp. of Duduq-oe." 

"Having examined the beantiftil new edition of Haydook's Bibla. 
publiahed by E. DnnigsEi!! Brother, I believe it to be a ftiithf nl veraion 
of the Holy Scriptiivea, cniiehad with learneii and copious coramentariea 
by approved Catholio writers; and I cheerfully recommend it to tJve 
fiiithful of my Diooeae, as a choica family Bible, elegant in appearanoe 
and rich in learning. 

" E^ HI. I. ^waimats, 

'El?, Oe LOTJBYILLE." 



"The larger will be the circulation of yom" impai-alleled Family 
Bible in the Diooeae of Toronto, the happier will bo, lire., 

" B^a As'imsiiicliis Fft'. Ma., 

Bp. of Tobobto." 



"Having examined the new edition of Haydoek'a Catholio Bible, 
by E. Dunigan & Brother, I cheerfully unita with the other prelates in 
raoommending it to tlie faithful of the Diocese of Charleston, and of tie 
TTnited States. 

" eJ] S, a. EEcymoMs, 

Bishop of Chableston.' 

"I oordially raoomroenci Meases. Dunigan A Brother'a edition of 
Hayd&ifa Bible, pnbliahed under the sanction of Abp, Hnghei, to the 

atlentiou and patronage of the Catholics of the Diooeae of Erie. 

Bp. of £r,iF." 
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IT.-COMTEOTEESIAL TBEATISES. 



TKE MOST REV. JOHN HUGEES, D . D., 



THE BIOHTH EDITION OF 

A ^evieiv ot SSfxis^H: in Sis Il.ct(ors. 

Addi'ossed to tke Jlay. Hioliolta Mun'ay, D. D,, of Eliziibofclitown, 

aiy anna HJi©sa: IScT^ ^Soaniii lEiaslaeSs 0, ]D)., 

These lotteiB apperii"ed oi'igintilly jn the New Tort Freeman's 
Joiii'Qnl, nod are no'w republishad in hooi form. 

They are mtirbad by all the eleamesa of language, felieity of 
illasti'fltion, and closeness of logic, which iuvaviably chai'flBtei'iz» 
the pi'oduotions of the distinguished author, and pomeas the addi- 
tional merit of treating the anbjeot in (he most easy irad familiar 
style. It ia admirably adapted for circulation among all who lack 
eitlier the time oi' inclination for reading more estenoive Tolumea. 
Fiice— 6i cents, or 60 cents per dozen. 



In tliese letters the Hev. Hioholas Murray ie exhibited to the publio 
ID a very unenTiable light, and ia lashed with the power and sai'casm 
which he well deserras. — Uhited Staiee Gaiholia JfajosMie. 

It is probable that Mr. Murray designed to get into a religious con- 
troversy with Bishop Hughes, and from being thus made the ohampioQ 
of his own portion of Protestants, to elevate hinaself by the contTOveray. 
The American Mossuet had already annihilated the best ohampions of 
the Protestant cause, and could not well stoop to argument en religions 
matters with one such as these ToluaHe letters show Mr. Murray to 
have been. — Tnit/t Tsllcr. 
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J. 2bs MsHBUsal ©iT ©©BatiL'®Tei°@yj 



Oontiiining ia one volume, IBmo. eize, tlie celebrated worka of the 

^!ae I"a]iist Misrei'S'cscntcsI amil Truly HejircBemtaa^ | 

Fifty lEcKsniia ifliy Slue KoswiiM CatBioiSc laelisioia omsg'Stil 
to lie FreEcrreiH. tu ^li otiierao 

FHoe — Cloth bmding, 63 acnts. 



Coiitamed in the Profasiiou of FuiUi published by Pope Pius IV. ; 
to ■wliioh are added Reabows lyiii A Catjiolio cannot confohsi to 

THE PeOTESTANI EeUOION. 

All authoritative Etatement of CfttholioDootvine. Its aiinplieity 
and dearnesa of form, by way of Question and Answer, and ifa 
established accaraey, haye given it a -wiSe popularity, ISmo. 

Pi'ica — Seat paper binding, 9 ota. per doz, , $0 'ii 

Cloth .islets. " . 1 50 



leeligifflii oiiBBiS in fee I"i-e)icrved to alJ mtliiei's. 

11 y AmSBsfflity HJIb-hs, 
Dulse of Brunawiclt and Lunenburg, a Convert from Lutheranlsm. 

This little 111 1 njoyed the highest reputation as a 

Bucoinot and u ful mm y f the Bn»t solid and eonvincing 

Eeasons that h 11 nl t men to the light of Catholia trutli. 

This edition has al aluabi papers annexed. 

Price— Ne t paj, b nd n^^ . 9 ote. per don. . SjO 15 

Cloth, 181 Ota. " . 1 50 



I...... tv Google 



THE HOLT BIBLE, taaualated from the Latm Vuleatp lUus 
trated Family Edition. Imperial octavo. Pimt&l m J luHe 
oolamnB, ■with pnvallal Refereaoes, being the onlj oi,taYo edition 
printed in tlie United States that contains them, with Illummated 
Title, Family Records, from original designs, and many eitiuibite 
Engravinga, from iha great Masters, 

Price— Supeib Tuikey moroooo, 15 iUnstratiooH, , , §9 00 
AmeLican moroc<^o, illuminated, gilt sides and 

e Iges, 14 illustrations, .... 6 00 

inieci in morocco, gilt eSgea, 14 illusti-.itiona, . 4 50 
Eiuboosed moroooo, fancy edges, 14 illustrations, 3 00 



Cheap Editi u I'oiil octavo. 
Price — 'liierican movooco, illuminated, gilt sides and 

cdgea, b nllustratioiis, , . , . S* 00 

AraeriL.an moroo., full gilt sides and edg., 6 illus., 3 50 

" ' gilt edges, 6 illustrations, . S 00 
' " gilt back and siileB, fancy edg., 

G illustrations, 3 60 

Emlinaaelmoroe.,giltbaolt,fanoyedg,4platea, 2 00 

'J e p bindings, 1 plate, . . . 1 50 

"The present edition of the Donay vevsloa of the Old and Saw 
Testament, published by Edward Dunigan, New Toi-t, having 
been revised by our dircetiou, we have great pleasure in reoom- 
manding it to the faithful, to ba read with that reveranee and 
respect whicli ai'e due to tlia word of God, and with that humility 
of heart and docility which the Church anjoina upon all who would 
read the Scriptures with advantage to tiieir souls. 

" Given at the Episeopal i-oeidanoe, this Slth day of January, 
1S44. 

-f " JOHH" HUGHES, 

"Bishop ow New York." 

Approved also by the Archbisliops and Bishops generally. 
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Saviour J'cssis CIiHst. 
Tmnsltited from the Latin Vnlgnte, and fii-et piibliehed by the 
English College at Elieims, j. n. 1582, with Annotations, n Chro- 
nolt^ieal Index, Table of References, &e,, &e. JJeat 12iuo, edition. 

Price— Cloth, plain, SO 31 

Gilt edges, 'J5 

il Maaev® festmBneaat© ale Mtacsfti'® Ssbhcf 

i SBlvadoii- jTesu tJiristo. 
FusTiimente traducido por el esmo. Sr. Don Pelix Tovres Amut^ 
Obispo de Astorga. Lleva algvinaa notns tomadns del P. Soio i 
otras oalifloadoa intei-pi'etes — eon la api-obaoion del 

Hem© Wi', 3ose §. AleiDoassay, 



A cheap and aeenrata edition of the approved Spanish ta-auslation. 

Price— Cloth, plain, U on 

Amevican moi'ocoo, ..... 1 aS 

Tnvkey moi'oeco, . . . , . . a oO 

JL Sac &ct§ of tlac Apastles, tkie ISisSsiSes 

off St. JPsiMl, tSie SJatSsfflSio Epistles, .^ tBsB Apucillypsc. 
8to. ITniform ivitli ilie "Four Gogpela." With :N"ntes, Criliciil 
and Espliinatory. 

By the Most Mew, STamwis :Piatfi'ack Keioa-Scai!:, B. a*., 

ThiBTolnme is a avipplement to the "Foui' Gospels," already 
published by ns, and completes Arohbiehop Kenrioi's new ver- 
sion of the New Teafament. 

It contains a moat valuable oomraentaTy, and is invaluable to 
the clergy, and all who atudy tlie aaci'ed volnrao. 

Price— Clot]., ........ Sa oO 
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Any ffoi't ftou 
roapeot ly sierj 


tlie pen of Biaiop Kenrick most ha recayefl witb interest rffl 
Calliollii who Epeaka Uio EngMi langoBge.— CiEDisii 'Wibe! 
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; Tblslabraioua 


wovit Is bfgUy cieilltiiWe to tlie American Churcb.— Tablet. 
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OniGINiLLY PUBLianED EY TtlE BllCTlIEItaOOD OF St. ViKCEBT OF P UI, 
UNDEK TUa SAKCTION- OF THE ElSBOF OF ClIITOK, AMD ■WTTII TIE iVrnO 
BAMOS- OF CAKDINAL WlSEaAN, ADD AIL TQE CaTHOLIO BlSE Fb F 

Emglamb, 4 vols. 121110. Price— 88 oejits pel Tulimt 

This series of Ti'aota -was originated with Uie view of eupplj ii g 
a -want long and generally felt, of a number of cheap Hngle p 111 
catiODS, which, at the Esma time that they affoi'ded nsefnl reading 
to CtttholioB, acd tlie nroaeroua oonvei'ts that from all fades are 
being gathered into the fold of the Church, might nlsc furnish 
inqnirei's with a plain and Bimpla statement of Catholic doetrine, 
principles, aoA prastice, togaUier with an exposure of Pcotestnnt 
errovs, and a refutation cf some, at least, among -[he lanny absurd 
Bud foolish charges brought against the Catholic religion. 

Nothing evei' written in the English language is ao admiraWy 
adapted for general distribution, and for spreading a knowledge of 
the great truths of the Catlioiio religion, aa this series of TraetB, 
being written with rare ability and care, and in the best possible 
spirit of charity, aeal, and good taate ; and it is hoped ihey will 
win ther way into every family, us each tract discusses in a ma&- 
telly and condensed manner a single subject only. Their diTersity, 
embraoing as thay do, Historical, Controversial, and Devotional 
Bubjeots, mnst render them iJao highly atfJ-aotive not only to the 
Catholic but to the general reader. They ai-e published in a neat 
ajid attractive style and form, with beautiful type and good paper, 
and sold so cbeae in price, that they can hardly lail to meet with 
a large drculatioii. 

The Buceesa of the English ediliona induced their reprint here. 
Catholics need only to know these eseellent tracts, to appreciate 
them and e\d in tlieir dissemination. 

1.— Kosary oS t!ie Hllcssetl Vivsim fflai^; snd the TTaa oftliaBaftda 

no " vsin Kcpeaaon." Pil 

2,— '5"ke CliJircili, tBao ffJuartliaa aS tbc Sci-ipttire 

a— 3'Iie Claiirc!?, lEao "ifi^itiicss oS tlBO Scriptures. 

4— WIis CSuircBs, a Ei-ingilmm. Price, 

E.—Tlie CIiiiTCli; the Bispciisci of Scriptiiirc ; or, Am I 

Alloweil to Eeod the Bible! 7 " 

0.— ^SiB Cbiircli; tlio Siitctrpretei; oS Scripture ; 

Know wbat tbs Bible Means ! : 
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